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BIBLE AGAINST SLAVERY- 



The spirit of slavery never seeks refbge in the Bible of its own ac- 
cord. The horns of ^e altar are its last rdiiorEp-^eized only in de^e* 
ration, as it rushes from the terror of the avenger*s arm. Like other 
unclean spirits, it " hateth the light, neither cometh the light, 
lest its de^s should be reproved." Goaded to phrenzy ixi its conflicts 
with conscience and common sense, denied all quarter, and hunted from 
every covert, it vaults over the sacred inclosui-e and courses up and 
down the Bible, " seeking rest, and finding none." Thb latv op iovB, 
glowing on every page, flashes around it an omnipresent aoguish and 
despair. It shrinks from the hated light, and howls under the conisum- 
ing touch, as demons quailed before the Sou of God, and shrieli^, 
« Torment us not/' At last, it slinks awuy under the typds of the 
Mosaic system, and seeks to burrow out of sight among thqjprshadows^^ ^j'. 
Vain hope ! Its asylum is its sepulchre ; its city of refuge, ih& Jat^c£i< f. 
destruction. It flies froto light into the sun ; from heat, into deVoiur* 
iog fire ; and from the voice of God into the thickest of .pisi 
thunders, r, 

DEFINITION OF SLAVEilY. 

If we would know whether the Bible sanctions slavery, we musMe^- i 
i&ramQ tohatsUvery is. An element, is onething ; a jfelation^' aaortii^ 
an append^, another. Relations and appends^^ presuppose otl|^ 
tilings to which they belong. To re^rd tiiem as the ^inga th^^-^|. 
selves, or -^as constituent parts of tiiew, leads to endless fiUlade)iu%! 
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Mere political disabilities are jften confounded with slavery ; so are 
many relations, and tenures, ini^ispensible to the social state. Wei will 
specify some of these. 

1. fEXVAXiON OF STTFFRAGE. i neu mmors arc staves. 

2. Ineligibility to office. Then females are slaves. 

3. Taxation without kepresentation. Then slaveholders in the 

District of Columbia are slaves. 

4. PaivATioN OF one's oath in iaw. Then atheists are slaves. 
5.. Privation of teial by jury. Then all in France are slaves. 

6i iBsiNG EEQUIBEp TO SUFPOET A PAETICULAE RELIGION. Then 

the people of England are slaves. 

7. Apprenticeship. The rights and duties, of master and appren- 
tice are correlative. The claim of each upon the other results from 
bis o^UgaUm to the other. Apprenticeship is based on the principle 
of equivalent for value received. The rights of the apprentice are 
8ecui^d» equa% with those of the master. Indeed while the law is 
just to tho former it beiievoletd to the latter ; its main desi^ being 

^ rather to benefit thes apprentice than the master. To the master it 

secure* a mere compensation—to the apprentice, both a com^nEatioh 
and a virtSal gratuity in addition, he being of tlie tx "o the greatest 

^ gainw. Tfee law not only irecognizes the right of the apprentice to a 

reward for his labor, but appoints the wiages, and enforces the pay- 
/ ment. The master's claiin covei^ only the services of the apprentice. 
The apprentice's claim covers equcEy the services of the master. 
Neither can hold the other as property ; but each holds property ih 

. tli^ services of the other, and BOTH EQUALLY. lis this slavery ? 

8. FnisAi. subordination and parental claims. Both are nature's 
. ^jdfctates, tyjd intrinsiQ elements of the social state ; the natural aftections 
, . iff IwHcE Wend parent and child iti one, excite each to discharge those 

^ , ol^CeS incidental to the relation, and are a sh^ld for mutual protection; 
The parent's claim to the child's ^erviees, is ia shgbt. return for 
i^ ^ .^r 4. tiae care and toil of hi? rearing, exclusively of outlays fofewipport and 
'^^^ ■ , } educ^ 'this provision is, with the'maas of mankind, indispen^ble 
, ' t<ii the preservation of the family state. The child, in- helping his 
pitrents, helps himself^iacreaSes'a cO^^ a 
. sTb^ ; while his most faithful services do but acknowledge a debt that 

-\ "' 9. Claiisis of GovEENkeNT on sitiiajECTS. .06vei^men^;^i5re dieir 
, . ' subjects ipTOtection ; subjects owe just goverrimeiits alliance smid 
V Vsupport. l^e obli^iioia of are f^iiprocjil, and 

yeceiVed by lioth are mutiml, equal, and ^luhtariiy r^d^r^. 



p' 10. BoNOAGB Fos osiHE. Must uu3oce»ce he puniaH^ '.because 
guUt sufiers penalties ? True, the criminal works for the govenunent 
without pay ; and well he may. He owes the goveipment. A cen- 
t5Hy*s work would not pay its drafts on him. He will die a p'lblic 
defaulter. Be^-ause laws make men pay their debts, shall those be 
forced to pay wiiO owe nothing? The law makes no criminal, PROr 

• PESTY. It restrains his libertjr, and makes him pay somethmg, a 
mere penny in the pound, of nis debt to the government ; but it does 
not make him a chattel Test it. To own property, is to own its 
product. Are ch|^li)eh bom of convicts, government property? 
Besides, can prvip^rt^f be guilty ? Cm chattels deserve punish- 

' meat ? 

- 11. Resteaiots upon F2EED0M. Children are restrained by parents, 
pupils, by teachers, patients, by physicians, corporations, by charters, 
and legislatures, by constitutions. Embargoes, tarifis, quarantine, and 
all other laws, keep men from doing as they please. . Hestrainte are the 
web of tivilized society, warp and wpof. Are they slavery 1 then a 
goyemrnent of LAW, is the clmiax of slavery ! 
' 12, Involuntaet oe coMiutspEY SERVICE. A juiymau is empan- 
nelled against his will, and sit he must, A sheritiT orders his posse ; 
bystanders must turn in. Men are compelled to remove? nuisances, 
pay fines and taxes, support their families, and " ttuha to the right 
as the law directs," however much against their wills. Are they 
uwrefofe Bjaves I ' To confound slavery with involuafery seivicejs ab- 
surd. BLo-yery ia & condition. The slave's /eeKf^gis towai^i^ it caampi^ 
alter its nature. Whether he desires or detests it, the coinditioir rSi 
mains the same. The slave's willingness to be a slave is no^^alliatioh 
of the slaveholder's guilt. Suppose he should really believe hJmself Mf 
chatteli rand consent be 'so regarded by others, would that OTofe lam^ 
a, chattel, or make thos^i?guiltless who hold him; as such? I may i>e 
sick of life, and I tell the assassin so < that stabs me ; is he any the le^a 
a.mui^der^ Does my consent to his crime, atone for it.? ray paj^- 
nejllijp in-llfiiJiguilt, biot out his part of it? The slave's willingness^te 
be a sjlE!,ve %t from lessening the guilt of his "owner," a^raviatesf 
St. If sLi\. J has so pE^$ied his |criind that he looks upon hiotself 
as a chattol, and consents to be one, actually to hold him as such,^||^ . 

, in,wtth iiis delusion^ and confirms the impious falsehood. T^hes^ jre^/* 
feelings j^.(x>nviotipii^ the dave, (if st(ch we^e iaci^ts^: 
a hundred ' rold the guUt of ttu^/master, and call upon him in thun^^;- 

, immedi^ly to vdobamd him as a s£AN, and &ua break the 'sorcery 
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that ch^ts Mm put of his birthright-~the consciousness of his worth 
and destiny. 

Many of the foregoing conditions are appendages of slavery, btti 
iio one, nor all of them together, constitute its intrinsic unchanging 
element. 

EfSLAVINe MEN IS •SLEtfVCma TEDsK TO AETICLES OP PEOPBETY — 

making free agents, chattel*— converting persons into things — sinking 
immortality into merchandixe. A slave, is one held in thia; jpopdition, * 
In law, « he owns nothing, and can acquire nothing." His rij^ to hun- 
self is abrogated. If he say my hands, my body, mp mind, Ktse^, they are 

f figures of speech. To we himself for his own good, ia crimes To 
keep what he earns, is stedkiig. To take his body into his own keep- 
ing, is insurrecdon. In a word, the profit of his msister ia made 

'the EKD of Lis being, and he, a mere means to that e^d*--* n|iere 
means to an end into which his interests do not enter, of i^hich they , 
constitute no portion.*^ Man, sunk to a Mngf the intrindu element, 
the priftciple of slavery ; been, bartered, leased, mortgagey., bequeath- 
ed, invoiced, shipped in cargoes, stored as goods, taken on esecutio^, 
and knocks off at a public outcry ! Their nghist another's convei 
niences ; their interests, wares on sale ; their happiness,, a household 
utensil; their personal ii^enable ownership, a servicable articleJvor 
a plaything, as best suits the humour of the hour; their deathless 
xmture. conscience, social afiections, sympathies, hopes — marketable 
commodities f We repeat it, the KBDUcnoN of peesons to things ! 

rbbbmg a man of privileges, but of Ttmself; not loading him with 
feirdens, but making him a least of burden ; not restraining liberty, but 



: * To deprive human nature of any iX&nghts is oppression', to take away 
the foundation of its righk is slavery. othetworeis, whatever sinSs niati 
from an end to a mere means, just so fer makes him a slave. Heade We ' 
India apprenticeship retained Uie cardinal principle of slavery. appren- 
tice, during three-fotuths of his time, was forced to labor, aAd fobbed of liis 
earnings ; just so far forth he was a mre Tnetms^ a slave. True in oth^ir re^ 
q>ects slavery was abolished in the British Westindies August, 1834. It^W oodi- 
est features were blotted out~hMt the meanest and Tnost despicable bf all— forc- 
ing the poor to work for the rich without pay th?ee fourths of their time; with a 
legal officer to flog them if they demurred at the outrage, was one ^he|irq|^- 
sions of the " ^[mancipation Act !•' For the glories of that lumiaarS? aboKtton- 
ists thanked Goii, while they mourned that it rose behind tlot^and shone 
through an eclipse, i t'; ^ 

[West India apprenticeship is now (August lfS8) abojiahed. On titef fij#of 
the present moiith, every slave in every British island and col^ j^pd m^ a 
fVeemaa{--Note to fourth edition.} ! ' i- r " 
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sabverdog it ; not curtailing z^bts, but aboUshia^ t]^i^n^o|^ lofliotingv ' 
peracopal cmel^, but mi^3:akiimg persQiud^ ) 
labor, but sinkii^ man into an impkaumt of labor; nc^abzidg^g ; " , 
humaa comforts, bet abrogating human nab^; not deprivaig aa ani- ■ 
mal of immunities, but despoiling a rational being of attribiste»--«iB* - 
crea(iB!g^,a to make a <&&^ / 

Tlrnt this is American slavery* is shown by the laws of slave plates* * 
Judg^ ^troud, in his « Sket<^ of the Laws rela^ to Slavery,^ «3ays, 
** I^i^^iodinal principle pf slavery, that the slave is not to be lai&ed V 
; a^^ heinpi but among <ft»^*--obtains as undoubted law ia 

1 [the slave] states.*' Tli laiy of South Carolina says, 
be (kerned, held, taken, rept^ied, and adjudged in law ts* 
pen^rAl in tho haitds of Hmt .QwneiB and posseasors, and 
admiuist^tois, and assignstlto axj. nn!ENT9, cwNsgnuti 
! 1 IS ym$x&xsrm.'* B^sv, B^., 2S9. In XiouisiaiqA, 
i«ii;4^a^|ppe:is^onewho^ 
^tibie Iboastter, m^y se^ hini^ dispose of . Me persjo^^ his indiis^> CHbtd Mi 
fi:^ can do nothiog, po^aeas mithmgi^n acquirte aily\!S:^i^4nit 
afmustMpng.tohisma^y*— ..r'--^^^ 
This is American^ slavery. The eternal distinction b6tw<?en a; p^S* 
■• son andja thina trai|ip|ed under i^^^lr'^he orovming disttsctliiiiigof 
waiera-r-aM:e the MUroe, the test, and the 
rational, immortal prmcipte, consecrated by God to tini' 
in a baptism of glo]^ and honor, by the gift of his Son^; 
word, hia presenjje, providence, and power ; his shield^ 
sheltering wing; his opening heavens, ajid angels 
f chariots of fire, £^ of morning stars; . and a g^ireal 
s en prociasping eternal sanctions, and confirming ih$ 

'-■■^Mo^. ■ , ' ■■; ' , 

;, H^mg stated -^.p^nc^h of;^merica5^ ^^©yj* w^ 

l^lSji .gAIfCTIpK, SUCH , A K^dPLB:.^- .« To^^^^BS^ 




. iVi 



voucitesi^, till 
dnmkenness. 






mm 

in its e'ai 

n^nber, 04 write aj 
&cb.^tSaS>a 



ir|5f ^<S}^ fe.no <;(3|^us5ipat on tbieli^ boiCw -^^^ 

g^M, sactal^pply^^jrlM eKitere»i'on the record 

1, iR)X)M Me^ endorsement 1 Befcause flie BMc 

of ^[aman^ctions,^^^ not stamp on Ciizoe its nameiand< 
St it, tku is, a tffisnf— does, that wash qut its goiit^^d 





mkxsmt slavbhy. 

Just ftS^ ^ Israelitess Were emancipated firom their bondage m 
Bgfp^ #l]^b' Qtobd' befoie Sinai to receive the la*;i aa the trumpet 
waxed louder, and the mour^ qua&ed iauad blazed^ (Sod spakij ten 
ecaaansuadiheiits from, the mi<fet of clouds and fliuhderihgs, of 
th0Be coDom&ndments deal death t6 slavery. "I^bir sadct wot aami," 
dr, "th^tt shalt not take fron^ airother what hdmgs to 
iPian*s p(ywers are God^s gift to Each of them is u part 4 

and all of them together constitute himself. All else 
U aton, is aefaired by thtii use of these powersr. The ihte: 
to him, because the principal do6s ; the product is h3s, bei 
the producer. Owpprah^ of any thing, is ownership of its 
ri^ to use according tc^ Willi » itee^ ownership. Th^^^^^|& 
piandmaait presupposes assumes thb i!ght bf ^iveiy -Mip^^^ir^ 
pitjwer^and their product* Slavery robe of both. k xtimS jn^x i^^^^ 
MmsBlf, is the only ilgLt absduteiy ong(inal ai^ mtnM(^-^hisf§fet^^ 
^isaything else is merely ri^id^we to this, dfemed l^pm it, aiifl h^jf T 
lliiy by virtue of it. SstF-Eictfix is ihe fmuiiuiim rigU---i\ie post in ^ 
. ia» $Kl4d^ to which all other right^ are fastened. ;;;Slaveholdeifs, when 
[about tiieii iu«lBa^j6 their slaves^ always assume their own riglit ■ 
What slavt -holder ever underto«^ to prove his right 
knows it to be a self-evident prdpbsition, that a main 
si^j^'-'^^that the right is intrinsic and absolute. In malcing 
itlfej he makes out the titlie of every humanbei^, Ajs the fetii . 
is itself tlie title, the whole human fe^ly'£a'^fi.6iie com-' c 
.?jlle4ebd. If one maa^ title is valid, all -;are v^d^'lf . pne is t'' 
jrthl^ iai are. To deny the vaUdity of th«^ sZsce'a title is ^eny 
f !|6^i^?aiidity of Us ompm.^ yet in Jie act'of %iai|sg a man a |iay©, 
tSieijslaveholie^i^ff«ert^ own titles while he s^rhiift - 

as feis propert^l wh^^ I^ m^^ hi 

s)ave, he do^s not niareiy, disfirancjnse Q]f jbiumailiti^. one.inlfihd 
tflsiriPBBa^Lt. kkw, He destatojra the ' ib«jpdktioi^^^ aU 



i^^^ 1bumGmL^Jlj&^, but Xjw an4 

rushes ij^bn Jj^EovATi. For righte aitel^ki^ij f^d's are uo iii^ie— 




man's are, no. leas, .• -.v.^^'. ." ■# 

The eighth commaadmeat forbida,i|^ taking .bf tniaif ^^3^ 
which belongs to feBotiier. Sliv^ry ifefltea iWto^^ l)^^^^ 
Bible which prohibit? the takmg of ahy thing from B 
taking of euej^ thing t Does it thunder wrath again^ the m&.^^robs 



his x^bbfoor iOf yet tcor^^ Irni ixt^.x<i\^^];j^^\^^ 
himk^7 SL^vehoIduig is the i^h^t |K^SBi^^^ mo^&p^ ' ''^.^^^' ' '<^^' 
comisaQdment. To take firqm a man BMHo 
take the earmr, is a compound, life-long tKefk—f ujpri^me K3|)bery tiiat 
v^lt3,;)H^ the pUmai: at a lee.p—-^ dread, terrific, glanl robbery, tlwi 
to we j!8, among other robberies a solitary horror. The eight eoramand* 
%xent forbids the taking away, and the tenth adds, " Thou shalt not co. 
oei jfHQs^jthii^ that is thy neighbor's ;" thus guarding every maii^s light 
pi^operj^^'by mol^ung not only the actual ♦ l%g avfay\ii^ 
,^i^|ii^Cgyen that^s^^ of mind yrkS&h. woiM ten^i to it. Who ever 
n beiiigs slaves, without cotjeitng them? Why-'tia^ fi*^^^ 
time, labor, liberty,; light of self-preservation, cmd impiro^ 
Ja. xi^t to acqui re property, to worship accord^ to consQieiocjip, 



;he Scriptures, to live with their ^^ihiiUe£^ rigbit ,to 

lies, if Uiey do not They covet them ^fo^ 

o^gain, conyeiuence, lust prd^!|^]i,of setieo^gintM 
>de and ostentation. 'Tiv&Y ii^f^ tee 'cstrm co^sm-^^ 
down ufM3n their heads the p]a^^ that {^ written, in jhe took. 
^(M)«amandment)5( constitute the brief coa^[>^d of huii^duty. 




,e$e brand slavery as sin. 



; , T^e living of the law at 3ii«i, iroiBediiately p 
gation of tl^^ body of laws called the « Mosaic i^^tei 
ligateway of &at^^8tem, fearfi4 words written by 
God— mil sTEAiiBria a man and'seli 



m Foxjni) UK ms uAXVt 'kiB shall sv^SLiiY'^v^/si^.'^^s^'. 



■"■,;„, ■ Wressioii'of ^.SsaaUlj^^ ...^ -^s!bub-™|^ 
^^1% had just b^|i^:|pianeiiiafe^^' , Tha;^'^--"*'-"'''^ 




were',iHie,. 



rmnnith. 



owiiers arelscesis^tily menstealers; how, ha^y, any bae^ll p^^ire w^ 
co'ip?^'^^^ parage; ia its conaepjpn. Betag iboud in tlie chapter whicii au- 
, i^nz^ this ^cs^^'of prc^rty among the JpieWews, it mW of ctintse relatiB to 
;.;^^^^^<>i{e^^^/fo^ite^^^ avmffiroia its ngUfuT t^mief.'' 

^'—\t0Qmn- l|vl«#:,ibr J^ive, l^,:''; Article "'■Negre^^sla'veiy.'r : , 




thtooging hagj^mt- TK^y haci just witiiessed God's t^timony agaiost 
c^peaaioa m.&epi^^ blains on man and 

ibeast ; the dust qdckeoed into loathsome life, and swanxung upon eve. 
ry living thing | the streets, the palaces, the temples, and ever/ house 
beaped up wi^ the carcases of things abhorrod ; the kneeding troughs 
and ovexu, the secret dmmbers and ihe couches, reeking and dissolvi* 
ixig with the putHd death ; the pestTcnce walking in darkness at nooa. 
day, the devouring locusts, and bail mingled,^with fire, the 
d^th-stiiiok, and iba waters blood ; and last of tha'', dreadl 
and streiched-out arm, that whelmed the momrc^ ai^d his 
strewed their corpses on the sea. All this their eyes had loolBed u|^; 
ruth's proudest city, wasted and tbunder.scarred, lying in dei | i^t KB Pi«::^,. , 
and the doom of oppreswppi traced on her ruins in the hand-ipi^iig 
God, glaring in letters m^^ed with blood— a blackecv|d niicap- , 
fient of wrath to the utte]|s^,f^&inst the stealers of msm 't^^^fp^., < 
iter thai dod, in a code laws prepared for such a people , at j^l^frt^tt 
tim^ should uprear on its forcgroimd a blazing beacon to flash t^^^ ; 
slavejioldeis. ** He ihat steak^ a man and seUeth him, or ^ he 1^.rf ' 

in his Mnd, he sJuUl mrefy he put to deaSh>** Ex. zxi. 16. Dew. - 
iv, 7,* Oc»d'». !!*erub5m and flaming sword gmrding the entrant 
Mosaic ^stem I p / 

word G^noi^ft hei^ irandered aiealetJi, means, the taking/of what 
another, whether by violence or fraud ; the same word 

eight comman(teaent, and prohibits both robbery and 

' \ ■'■ . 

■ . ■ ' ■■■ 1;,-,' ■'ii^^* 

i specified, is that of depriving soMSBon^r^of the ownershij^ ?^ 
Is thfa somebody a master ? and is the clone that of depriyi. • 
ilog 1 naasfe* oJ^bis jter^ant I Then it would have been "he that,8tedU#j 






i'eti^iWoaiii^ 



eth a inm.^r If the crime imd 



the 



aiu^hsTf then the term used ^^uld have 
*^^5j^j(m,4jia na^ expecialijf: it was tlii re^ ? ' 
latibn\<jf proper^- to^ ..••'■■-^..^«*v ,,;„.f= 



The cmxie 1^ stated in a titlr^^old form-~man skalmgtseJUn, 



• Jarchii the meet emiBeatof^ the Jeia^^ 
hundred treats ago, ia Ms coinment on this st^aHng and making ^rch'aiidute of 
men, gives the laeaiiiag thus: — "Usiag a man again^ his will, iis a sd,rvaat , 
lawfully purchas^i yea, thoagh he should xise bis servioes ever so littti^ only 
to the value 6f a ferthing, or usebtit his arm to {can oa to support him,tf^|Sff 
foreei so to act as a servant, the person Qonxpeliio^ Mm bUc onci to do o^, l^^ii^; 
die as a thief, whether he has sold him or not. . / ■ : ' " 



IS 






hoMisiig, All sure put OD ft le?el, and whdbened tiisder ces. p6i»lty~ 
DJiS ATH*** smeboc^ deprived of the owxiexvb^ of a tseax, is Ifee ^ 
imm hisnse^t robbed of persoaa! ownership^ Joseph said, " Indeed t 
was «^^| i^^y out of the land of the Hebrews.'' Geo. xL 1& 
How <ii^^ f His brethren sold bira m an article of n^rchandize. 
trait this penalty for moft^aUng with that for pnperijf-ateaJ&aQt 
xxii. 14. If a man bad stolen an ox land killed or sold it, he vt-m 
to f^pbre five oxen ; if % had neither sold nor killed it, two aseto, 
in the case of siet^M^ a num, the jSf«f si^^drew down the utn«»st 
pdl(K|# {if punishi^ I lipwever ofbn repeated or aggravated the crime, 
ty could do no more. The fact thatthe penalty fonmnksti^- 
and the penalty for jtroperAfH^tealin;^ the mere resburatiou 
ws that the two cases were adjui^cated on {otaliy difEerem «. 
tt The man stolen might be disp|^p> totally past I^r, c£m- 
ins^^ad of being profitable t^^ii^^df, he would be a ^a^^^v 
yet death was stUl the penalQr, tii^h not a cent's wortli^ 
mhi» was taken. The penalty for stealing property was a 
propertf-penalty. However lai^ the theft, the jWL^i^li^t iiiM 
oMAe wiped out the score. It might have a greater jK^gNi^ii^^^^ 
a^^usand men, yet^death -was not the penal^ ijoiJlil^ 
braLding, nor even siripes, but double &f ike saam Mm, ^ %hy 
not the rule uniform ? When a mm was stolen why was not 1^ 
required to restore doable of the same kind-~two men, or if; 
sold him, five men ? Do you say that tho mis^thiicf 2x%bfft | 
So the ipx»thief might not have two oxen, or if he had 
|pvb. But if God permitted men to hold mem as pi: 

oxen, the man>l^e^ could get nien with wliom to p^y the 
jf^^ well as the ox.thief, oxen. Further,- whem p||taE||ty|sra8i 
, Icjgal pMalty was a compe<mtion to th^i^^^^fpti^ ^ But wlien 
f a>»ian was stolen, no prop@rty compen8atl^^^^K^^..V':^:^'0. 
iffiwney as an%qui^ would have beeS? t^'i^^S^xife 
intolerable ^ravilbus. Oompsj^ t^ ,v^^ <>f % mn/ia;,mm^-f 
Thrbw dt^ft %to the scale agdp| iiriijfert^ 
firom sfefc^isiupren^ insult and ffipiky. * T^ 

&iefto emiat» his cr^. by r^^ring do^l^ ^i^uHlaive b^ miakinjg^ 
the repiSOTOtt of crii^eits .atonenK iBut tfc^ jjtfiicliw of , death for 
J;TOaii.stealing^i3cacti3 the utmbst possibility &f iteparation. M wrung 
feom tfc» gmHy v/retch as he gave up the ghost, the te'"timoay of blood. 



rivwlu) ^ii^, sell, or bay slaves or fteemsa." 



5jj^^,J;hem ? 






u 



stetion io i^'ianwmM, *c»ced in mortal u^ny, « j&ah ss nmoiAStBi" 
'W««sfe«ba>slind£ea in phsenzy at the grave's moiUh-^« I die ac- 

IfGod peimitted Eaaa to hold m&n as property, why did^^pvmish 
&!r ^esaliag UtttAkiad <»f property infijcdtely mors than for sfi&s®^ ^ 
other kind of property;? Whypuniah with death for stealing a very 
iittteoft&trfflort of property, tmd make a.^ere fins the peos^ for 
tMealing a Amsand tiiii«« as much, of any ote sort of propeSfty-rrfftJ^ 
jjeoiaily if by his otra act, Gk>d had annihilated th»diSerei«M ietpeen' 
nsan and pnper^; by putting him on a level with it 1 

The guilt of a crime, dependa much upon the nature, ch&i^ggv ^ 
coaditbi;! of the VictsiBt, ; To steal is a crime, whoever or 
whatever titts plun^r. -^^j steal bread from a full man, ia;|h^;-lo 
it fiom a atarvin^feisr'both theft and murder. #If 1= "'^ 
hber's psoperQr, tli^ferime ctrtwists not in altering 
artiole, bcfl; in (taking^ aa saae what is hk. But when I take my 
'^r faa|yu|«nd first make him jwajwi^, and then mjf property, .!^ 
ir #ii#i*^ifewas the sole crime in the former case, dvrindleBwto 
r..r^..f^f^^gn^ia-fiieis^xig a nam, is not the transfer from ite ofgfr 
iothe&4ai wMch is already property, bufihe turning of pent^i^ 
into property. iWe, the attributes of man iremein, but the iighis 
ktamuolties which grow out of them are annihilated. It is the 
Adth of resaC^ and ifevelation, to regard things and beings as 





J and Cie 'sum of religion, to feel and act toward them acc<^^ 
Iheor -pake. Knowingly to treat them otherwise is sin ; 

of^olence done to their nature, ralationsi and value, ■ 



sures 

loin 





ihings are sundered which God has inc 
in one, which he has separated % infinite^ 
eternal distiatAions, which he has 




Wvith^^^sai^ii^s^ mi nought, then, if ev«^r, sin ret 
to ^ « scarlet dyo.?*^ ic th^ P^s^®' ^ ^^-^^ 

doing -violenc* to the ftmra of a Bw«t--to hia icstrihsic^aluo d<'a ia- 
^oaal being. Ia 4b& ^l?s|?e.jpyeoe^^ one unde|,coasidisration, and 
in. that whictr^bwsJ^iSe iftn^ isilisid aown.^^rse 15, 

« He that smftetl^^lttS Ater oir^ snref^ gut to 

deatkT.** Verse. 17, **'He tkiit cursethhisfather;©* 
ly be i*ut t0- death," If a Jew smf 6 his neighbor, the law|m^?# 
smote hi^i in-return ; W if the How^was given td % P<t^ ^^^^^ 
the smiter dead* Ths parental i^el^n is the.^fefrc ef humanf^^- 



Ood guards it with peculiar care. 



To vjolat©,. 

'Il 




. in hit «yes-~that h6 is m&t to mm& aanoog haman xelsSkMic who ?i£^ 
iates one 8o sacred «u»i lon^ Ther^ie* the Mo«a« iw unified 
hjsblee<|^ corpse, and brandirfsed the ghasttyteispof exsmsA tiis pa*, 
rental^^oa to gasai it from uaptcue im«B4!«. 

. J 1 _ adifiference in peisilties, ibr &e snm Answer. i» 
I }«lation violated was obvious — Ihe difiiaietioa; betmaa pamita and 
If^vident, dictated by a law of nature* The a;t was wio« 
^^»tare— a suifl^on constodonal i^^de^biHties. 8. "Jlw 
ielation then^ji^ tiow, was the febal^^osBTof the aocoAsph 
reqvured powerfol safe-guards. * Moittm % f^i&er mi 
Siifinds at the head of those cocamtm^ which presciibe ^ 






it tho parental staSe is 
the hmnan femiiy. 
ffisaiting a fnaw, bo^ tt'! 
feotifi^ by a btilwaik 




m to man ; and throughout the 
irite illustration of his own rel 
I, d^th was to be mflicted^ 
disUncUon made s^red by 

/^^efence. In the next verse, " 
^ ^^K PEiNCiHJS is wrought out in stiU atro!^^ rfeHaf. 
ffpunished with death was not tb» takia^ o#'i 
but violence to an tmnatial nature, the blotting 
fe>i--niaking MEN "ehnttels." ' 
I The incessant pains taken in fho Old Testarttwit to^separ^ i 
beings from brutes and things, shows GK)d*sr^{ard for thai, hia^Wi* 
tion. In th0 begpnoibg*"' he proclahmed it tfll^ 

being. Creatibnstoodup at the imtant of its bsx^ Sq 4o ^ 
. It paused in adoratiQi)i while Goid ushered forth itecn>wix|i^ i 
iy that dp&ad pause aad that cre^hg arm held back^l^pa^.l^t^reeF 
high conferenee-inihe ^dbead 1 Let u^ csi^jiSt^f^f®'^ ^ 
i^^B stroma likeness, and let him hev^ domina^ oarer ^efis|^^ 
" I^Beii, and over the fowl of the air, and ov«r t^ f»ttle**^ and over , 
'i^ijrth." -:^'-Then while eyery;i^ng^diir(^ 
:^niain8ut, and marshalled worldi^ |^#a tal^H p>,iijoui ot*!^ 
stars— then CjNid created man m msr^emt m ^^ s^^- d»;' 






^|jf0» created he him." 
OF GOD. GR^AT 
and alwayPwith gr< 




This solv^ the prpWoda* II ife, mS^G^ 
HIM. Tins di^iit^is often ref 

iH|rt: '''la, V-2SB^^^ it Is' 




MAJffi HJ^ mM.'^ fii'Oeii. 6, iigaia. After giving license to ah'jd 
the blood i^** every moviiig thihg tlmt Uvetfw^it is addedj. *^Whos& 
''^"'i mm^siMod, % f!(m she^Msihod H slwdi for m the iisags o? 

%i)^taighit1^^ 4Iiiti»e»e cmihiren 





«a» ycsET propertyi designed for yo use— they have the likeness of 
earth, and their ejarits go: downward ; but this other bping, iiajt, has 
my c wa Uk^jeas i iw tbs niAGRf op God made I mis^ia ; an intelligent, 
morale immortal agent, invited to all that I can give and he can l;>e. So 
in Lev. xadv, 17, 1^ 21, " H© that killeth any bian shall sut^^beput 
to death ; and he that killeth a beast shall make it good, beast^S^feS 
and he that killeth aHAN he shall be put to death." So in Pp.' viii.>^' 
6, we have an enumem^on of parficulars, each separating infiptel^ 
MEN from brutes and things ! 1. « TAott lutst jnade Mm a U^^^b^.^^ 
Jhm the cmgebtT Skve»y drags him down ai^ng Jnde*. 2. - 
Kdst.emened km mOt gltny aid honor.'* Slavery tears off his .p^twa* 
and puts on a ycke. 8. T/io^ modest 1am to have dmrnm* a^^^ ike^ 
tsoris of thy hands.** ■ Sh^ery breaks his sCeptre, and cast ^^ clowa 
ammg those vioxy^'-f^ 'bj^n^ them. 4, « Thou hast put ;^fh^ii^' 
i-.iknier his feet.*- ;-''Sla|^p^tS'' him, under the feet o^^^^r©:^^ 
WJt^^^ strive with his Ms^^^i^^ 

; . .^tj^Urte HIS , Jmm, ani; blaspl^e the Holy One, who saith, ^W^x,- 
^^h,<i^^^^it ufOo one of the least of these, ye did it ^'nlo aib." ^ 
i;u,tiBK tMs inquiry, the Patriarchal and Mosaic syl^ 
Watogether, as each reflects light upon the other/ 
1 o^'pmmiJ^^i^^nB of the latter are mere legal forms of Divine 
^^^tations previously existing As a system, the latter alone is of ., 
l^ev afiiieri^w''; .:W were the usages of the patmrcfes, God 

^Ot imd^tibei^^^^^ The question to^l^,isettled byiiij, 

' . 

est him to have doiqil^on," In Gen. L 28, Oc^ says to 
■"'i^i)e.:jimi^l^ over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air and ^^^f" 
eve4*ip|ig ih% that movethupon the earth," thus vesting in «7«rj^; %|pte^ 
Iwi^ t^felrij^ht erf! ofrnershi]^ oyer the earth!, its products and animal liw,' anlpl: 
1^ humaa heaag the same right. By so doing God prohibited the exe^f ' ' ' 

' rehip % IBM. ; for the ^j^?ant to oK meildf egia^ ownersh,J| 

■^'rie^jiiatout^flie th^ isE^rdsing ownership ovet tach 

,wlic^'w|l!Stfe;fpw^ th^iawner'ofhis right of 'p^o^erty-Am^ 

wordtei,||htSn 006^^ becoi|ii8s the prop^srty of another his rights become 
to<y^ \m^U i^^operty i^Wamfeeted to his " owner," and thus as fiar as himsfUi_ 
^fic<iifeetn«id, is Knally, by originiUy vw^ wj^- 

dominioii orijsnroeoiMp o^^^^ God proclai^^;.the rigU M tdtto 

crcise it, and pronoimced every man wlicr|^ 

grade. ■-Sucfcis every slaveholder.'-'"; \'''''"'^^^:^$!>- ' < ':iy . ■ " 

t Those who insist tbst the patriarchs heljfis]a,veir/ an^ -With s^ch delig|jL 
under their :)^adow, hymning the praises of . "tho^ good old slaveholders and 
patriarchs," nii^t at small cost greatly ati;®^entthair ->itmib<^^ 
celebrating pattipchal <R^^ Jh Ifo 

triarchal dswilMimmi^iA^ be a tniiiSpfet-t^lly;! 







is not vhat were Jewish customs, but what were rules that God gave 
for the regulation of those customs. 

Before entering upon m analy sis of tfie condition of servants under 
these two states of awipty, we will ^consider the importofceitam terms 
which Se^cribe the mode of procuring them. 



IMPORT OF «BUY/* AND "BOUGHT WITH MONEY." 

As the Israelites were commanded to "buy" tl^eir servants, and as 
: Abraham had servants "bought with money, "it is argued that sfirvanta | 
werei articles of property ! The sole gjound for tnis belief i& the terms 
ijiem^hesf How much might be saved, if in discussion, the thiig to 
be proiyed were always assimed! To beg the question in debate, is , ' 
vast , Economy of nudnight oil, and a " whoiesalo forestaller of ; , 
wrinkles and gray hairs. Instead of prcrbr^ted investigation into 'S: >' 
.^tsriipture usage^ painfully collating passage^^D settle the meaning ol^ 
terms^let every man interpret the oldeaJlt^book in the World bjrth^||||i 
es of his own time and place, and thel^rk.is done; * ^^i'*^ > ' 
of one revelation, they might be multiplied as the 
and every man have an infallible clue to the nJ!»|.;^|ihl9^' 
dialect of his own neighborhood ! What a Bab^^i^|p^ 
, granted that the sense m which words a*e nm use^'' 'M' ins^i 
; sense. David says, " I prevented the dawning of the morning, aM c: 
What, stop the"€arth in its revolution ! "^wo hujdde^ years ajajo,,;! 
ve^t wfis used in its Strict Latin sense, to come lefote^^t dn{i|c^^t(zt^||]tt^ 
^v is jdways used in this sense in the Old and New TestaSeig^,jV 
expression, in the Enghsh of the mrieteenth century, w/i^aip^|f BefoM 



.^^^ i^ thie dawning of the morning I cried." In almost eveiy^ l , ---^^^r^-. : 

%ord3 are used in a sense now nearly, or quite '^<jba^t«|^i«wl 
§^f^aetimes in a sense totally opposite to their present meamng. A few '--"''''"^^ 
'^^^^^ppples follow : "I p;irposed to come to you, but was let, (lidnder^),i?^"^ 
^^l^p^l^o." « And the fqur beasts (living ones) fell down and w6|^hip- 
^ Gfod," — " Whosoever shall offend (cause to sin) one of these little" 
ones,"^ — " Go out into the highways and compel (u^) them tp; come 
> — Only let your coiwersttMon (Imbitual cohduct) be as becon](i^th the 

(lospeV— "The Lord Jesus C5Iu^ 

and the dead,"—" Hjey that agiek me early (earnestly) shall find roe," 




and brake, bigliway smd hedge, and sheltering fence, a brotherhood of kindred 
^^l^dtiesj eacJb. claiming Abraiuam or Noah as his patron saiUit, and shoiatiiig, 
l^ilJy Muae i» J«^0£i." A myriad choir and thtmderous song! 



0'< 
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So mum tnbi^tioQ oar parsecutipn &riseth^wifid^'(iau]Qed»t^^ 
ore o^nded*" ' Npthiog is more mutabla tha^iaaguage,, Word^ like 
^bodies, alftra^'thcowio^ &CaQme particles and: absbrbiag others. 
So loBg a9:the|f a|e<mere xepresen|atives, e|pc|Bd i>y the whicDfof uni. 
versal suSrege^ j^eir meaiung will be a perfect Vdaule, aQd;ip cork it 
up for the next century is jan employment sufl5c4en% silljfXfe speak 
within Jwuadsy for ft .modejr^ J^ibiOfl^ There ioe^'er 

^yras a shalliDW|;jr conceit than that of establishii^ the s^nse attached to 
& ipord centums s^, by showing what, it means nc^. Pity ^t fash> 
ioiiablb mantuunakexs' were not a little^ q'Jb^ at 1|iking bints p6m 
some Dodtora«:of Bivmity. How easily they inight save &eir -pioui9 
oiatdmers allqualms of c<lbscience about the weekly^hifiangs of ^hipn, 
by provicg tluit the;Iast m^jpbrtetb of -ParbW pdecency now^f^sbow- 
ing off on promenade^^ireus: the very^tyie of dress in which ibS 'iao^3dt 
and pious Sarah luieaded^ee&es for tho a^ Since jspch & faslu^ 

'moiDi it mitst have trdled over Canat^ fd^ir" 

that the wotPbuy, used to describe: the procuring of 
it^ing them OB chatteh, seems based upon the 
money is mon^; tihat whatever or whoever 
an article of property, and the fact of your pay- 
propertyi '^.1. The children of Israel were required 
urchaae . thei^;^2^born fronc under the obligations of the priest- 
^jndiifpMj 'Hi. 46-^1; Ex. xiii.:i^;i ^xagsiy. -20. ■ 'Hiis'^ 
'«aEi«^JBPMJng the Jews, and the word^Bg^^ :it|l used to ||ei 
ls|^:?i^caaMlcti6n. Does this prove that theii* first-bojca were, 
TfBfer hel^^^aS^perly ? They were bought as really as were sermnts,^ 
/jqSiV^jJ^^^IHes were requiied to pay money for their o^^ysoul^i 
•''■^^i^$,^^^0mmetime3' & i^som, sometimes an atonement^ 

t^ey,)M>ttis therefore marketable commodities ? 3.. , When the Is 
^ iS0t apSrt themselves or theiy children to the Lord^by vow, for the^ 
ibjero^ce of s statuie provided that 

'^shotud W set upon the,/^j^««!5," and it prescribed the manner 
term of. the «*,estimation'^ or valuation, by the payment of which, 
p*Br£K)h8. might, be iou|r^^ oj^ from the service / vowed. The price 
males from one, napnih old to five yeais, was ^vie shekels, for femal^,' 
three; from five years old to i^wenty, idr male% twenty shekels, for fe. 
males, ten; from twenty years old to sixty, for males, fifty shekels, for 
females, thirty; above sixty years old, for males, fifteen shekels, for ie 
males, ^ liev. xxyii. 2-t8. What egregjous jfolly to contend ftatjj 
"ihese descriptil^ g|. |ejt^ were gppds -a^ chattels b^use 







wei%^ioi^%< and their regulated Ir^ kwl 4. Bibl^ samts ioi^Al 
theii' wivesi Bqaz bought Ruth. ^ Moreover Ruth the Moabitesa* the 
wife erf MaMoQ^ hare I pUrchaaed (bought) to be my wife." BArth iv. 
10.* Hosea bought hia wife. "So I bought bsr to me for fifteea 
pieces of silver, and for an honaer of Barley, and an half homer of — V" 
barley.** Hosea iii. 22. Jacob bought his wives Rachael and Leah, 
and not having money, paid for them in labor—eeven years a piece. 
Gen. xsjs» 1&— 28. Moses probably bought his wife in Se same way^ 
and paid for her hy his labor, as the servant other father^ ISxod. ii. 
21. . Shechem, when ne^tiating with Jacob and lus i»9ns ' Dinah, 
saysiji ** Ask me never so much dowry and giftj and I will 'give actsord- 
ijig as ye shall say tuito me;" • Gen. xxxiv. 11, 12. David purchased 
Mi^i^U and Othniel,. Achsah, by performing perilous services for the 
fe&e» of the damsels* 1 Sam. xviii. 25-2T ^Judg. i. 12, 13. That 
tiisS^^ptaohase tof mves, e with money or j^, service, was the gene- 
tal^praoticej is plam from such passages as^^ xm. 17^ and 1 Sam. 
xviii. 25. Among the nk>dem Jews ^^us usage exists, tho^||^<j|^ a, 
more form, tiiere being no reo? purchaie. ; Yet among 
ceremonies, is one c^ed " marrying by ^e pgnny, 
in the iaaethods of procuring wives and servant^ 
in describing the transactions, and in the pricei^i 
worthy of notice. The highest price df wives 
was the same;. Comp. Deut,: sxii. 28, 29, and JSa^.^iam, 17t %ith l^iii 
xxvii, 2-8,;'f;'^i^ ^^5K|tM^ price of wives and>^«Eai^ts was/*lfc,;aj!fflWr' ' 
Comp. HQ^'!iiiii;'2i'''#i'& Ex. xxi. 32. ' Hosea ^e^r%i|^^|p^p»i^^^: 
half in |ao||iy >id the other half in grain. Fuii^i^pD^||l 
female Ixiiiii^t'Servants were wives, their husbands a^^^^^ Jbeing 
,'the' siaoae persons.; ' Ex. xxi. 8, Judg. xix. 8, 27* If^^^^^^il^, ..^ 
proves them property, buying wives proves ihem propei^/ /^ll^pfeifT^V 
4gcd^ the Mw$* of the ancient fathers of the j^thM ine^ l^eir^- 

^^h^rttels," and useS as ready change at a pinch ; and thence deduce 




* la the verse preceding, iBoar says, " I have boi^U all that was Elimelech's. 
* • * of the hand of Naomi. " In the origiiial, lh6 same word (kaiia> is 
%Bed in both verses. IttjBfe^^th, " a parcel of land" is '* bbnght," in thb ICHha 
" wife" is " bought." ' the IstalUtes had been as prpfonnd at inferences as 
oar modem Commeatators, they, wonji^ hgve put such a fact^ this to t^e 
rack till they had tortured out of it a difine warrant, for holding their Wives 
as property Pud speculating in the article whenever it happened to be scarce. 



t This custom still ptevaltein some eastern countriesi. The "Grim Tartars, 
j^o are poor, serve an appr^ticeship for their wrres^ . dur^ wbick they live' 
iitmder the same roof with them aud atthe close o£it^jurk|id<^diato the iaxc31y^ 
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the rights of modem husbands 1 Alas ! Patriarchs and prophets are 
followed afar off! When will pious husbands live up to their Bible 
privileges, and become partakers with Old Testament worthies in the 
blessedness of a husband's rightful immunities ! Refusing so to do, is 
questioning the morality of those " gdbd old slaveholders and patriarchs, 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob." 

This use of the word buy, is not peculiar to the Hebrew, In the 
Syriac, the common expression for "the espoused," is " the bought." 
Even so late as the 16th century, the common record of marriages in 
the old German Chronicles was, " A boitght B." 

The word translated ha/, is, like other words, modified by the nature 
of the subject to which it is applied. Eve said, " I have gotten (bought) 
a man from the Lord." She named him Cain, that is^ lought. " He 
that heareth reproof, getteth (buyeth) understanding," Prov. xv. 32. 
So in Isa. xi. 11. " The Lord shall set his hand agam to recover (to 
huy) the remnant of his people/' So Ps. Ixxviii. 54. " He brought 
them to his mountain which his right hand had •purchased," (gotten.) 
Neh, v., 8. " We of our ability have redeemed (bought) our brethren 
the Jews, that were sold unto the heathen." Here is not 

applied to persons reduced to servitude, but to those taken out of it. 
Prov. viii. 23. "The Lord possessed (bought) me in the beginning of 
his way." Prov. xix. 8. " Me that getteth (buyeth) wisdom loveth 
his ovm soul." Finally, to huy is a secmdary raeaning of the Hebrew 
word Mna. 

Even at this day the word huy is ased to describe the procuring of 
servants, where slavery is abolished. In the British West Indies, 
where slaves became apprentices in 1834, they are still, (1837,) 
"bought" This is the current word in West India nev/spapers. Ten 
years since servants were " botight^' rn New York, and still are in New 
Jersey, as really as in Virginia, yet t'ne different senses in which the 
word is used in these states, puts no man in a quandary. Under the 
system of legal indenture in Illinois, servants now are "hougM.^'* 
Until recently immigrants to this country were bought" in great 
numbers. By voluntary contract they engaged t 'ork a given time 
to pay for their passage. This class of persons, called " redemptioners," 



• The following statute is now in force in the free state of Illinois — " No ne- 
gro, mulatto, or Indian, shall at any time purchase any servant other than of 
their own complexion : axid if any of the persons aforesaid shall presume to 
'purchase a -white servant, snch servant shall immediately become free, and shall 
be so held, deemed' and taken." 
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consisted at one time of thousands. Multitudes are " bought" oi/si of 
slavery by themselves or others. Under the same roof with the wnter • 
is a "servant boiightwith money." A few weeks since, she was a 
slave ; when " bought," she was a slave no longer. Alas ! for our 
leading politicians if " buying" men makes them " chattels." The 
Whigs sayj that Calhoun has been " bought" by the administration ; 
and the other party, that Clay and "Webster have been " bought" by 
the Bank. The histories of the revolution tell us that Benedict Arnold 
was " bought" by British gold, and that Williams, Paulding, and Van 
Wert, could not be " bought" by Major Andre. When a northern 
clergyman marries a rich southern widow, country gossip thus hits off 
the indecency, « The cotton bags bought him." Sir Robert Walpole 
said, Every man has his price, and whoever will pay it, can huy him," 
and John Randolph said, " The northern delegation is in the market ; 
give me money enough, and I can buy them." The temperance pub- 
lications tell us that candidates for office buy men with whiskey ; and 
the oracles of street tattle, that the court, district attorney^ and jury, 
in the late trial of Robinson were bougJUf yet we baVe no floating 
visions of " chattels , personal," map^-auctions, or coSBes; ^ 

In CJonnecticut, town paupers are "bo'ight" by individuals^ "who, for 
a stipulated sum become responsible to the town for iSeir comfortable- 
support for one year. If these "bought" persons perform any labor' 
for those who " buy" them, it is whoWy voluntary. It is hardly neces- 
sary to add that they are in no sense the "propieity" of their ptiir. 
chasers.* 

The transaction between Joseph and the Egyptians gives a clue to 
the use of "buy" and "bought with money." Gen. 3dvii;.,18— 26. 
The Egyptians proposed to Joseph to become servanis. When the 
bargain was closed, Joseph said, " Behold I have bought you this day," 
and yet it is plain that neither party regarded the persons bought as 
articles of property, but merely as bound to labor on certain condi- 
tions, to pay for their support durmg the famine. The idea attached 



♦ " The select-men" of each town annually give notice, that at such a time and 
place, they -will proceed to seU the poor of said town. The persons thns " sold'' 
are "bought" by such persons, approved by the "select-men," as engage to fur- 
nish thera with sufficient wholesome food, adequate clothing, shelter, medicine, 
&.C., for such a sum as the parties may agreeupon. The Connecticut papers fre- 
quently contain advertisements like the following : 

"NOTICE— The poor of the town of Chatham will be SOLD on the first 
Monday in April, 1837, at the house of P. Peafield, Esq., gt 9 o'clock in the 
forenoon,"— [Middletowu Sentinel, 27eb. 3, 1837. 
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'\by both parties to **buy us," and "behold I have bought you," was 
imimly that <>f service voluntarily ofielred, and secured by contract, in 
return, for value vecewed, and not at ail that the Egyptians were bereft 
of their personal ownership, and made articles of property. And this 
buying of services (in this case it was but one-fifth part) is called in 
Scripture usage, huytsng the persom. This case claims special notice, 
aa it is the only one where the whole transaction of buying servants is 
detailed— the preliminaries, the process, tho mutual acquiescence, and 
the permanent relation resulting therefrom. In all other instances, the 
mere fact is stated without particulars. In this case, the whole process 
is laid open. 1. The persons bought," sold ihemsehes, and of their 
own accord. 2. Paying for the permanent service of persons, or even a 
portion of it, is called " buying " those persons ; just as paying for the 
use of land or houses for a number of years in succession is called 
in Scripture usage buying them. See Lev. xxv. 28, 38, and xxvii. 24. 
The objector, at the outset, takes it for granted, tliat servants were 
bought of itSmJ peraons ; and thence infers that they were articles of 
properly. Bo)ih the alleged fact and the infei-ence are sheer cts- 
simptions. No iiiatance is recorded, under the Mosaic system, in 
which a master sold, Hs servant. 

. That servah^^^^^ were « bdught," 5oW «fiej7we?r&3, is a fair infer- 
ence from various passages of Scripture.* In Leviticus xxv. 47, the 

♦ Those who insist that the servants which the Israelites were commanded to 
buy of "the heathen which were ronnd about" them, were to be bought of third per- 
sons, virtually charge Gfod with the inconsistency of recognizing and afiSrming 
the right of those very persons to freedom, upon whom, say they, he pronounced 
the doom of slavery. For they tell us, that the sentence of death uttered against 
those heathen was commuted into slavery, which punishment God denounced 
againstthem. Now if " the heathen round about" were doomed to slavery, the 
sellers were doomed as well as the sold. Where, we ask, did the sellers get their 
right to sell 1 God by commanding the Israelites to bttt, affirmed the right of 
so-mebody to seU, and that the oionership of what was sold existed somewJiere ; which 
Tight and ownership he commanded them to recognize and respect. V/ e repeat 
the question, where did the heathen sellers get their right to sell, since tkey were 
dispossessed of their right to themselves, and doomed to slavery equally with those 
whom they sold. Did God's decree vest in them a right to others while it an- 
nulled their right tothemselves ? If, as the objector's argument assumes, one part 
of " the heathen round about" were already held as slaves by the other part, sutk 
of course were not doomed to slavery, for they were already slaves. So also, if 
those heathen who held them as slaves had a right to hold them, which right 
God commanded the Israelites to buy out, thus requiring them to recognize ii 
as a right,-^nd. on no account to procure its transfer tothemselves without paying 
to the holders an equivalent, surely, these slaveholders were not doomed by God 
to be slaves, for according to the objector, God had himself afBrmed their right 
to hold others as slaves, and commanded his people to respect it. 



case of the Israelite, who became the servant of tho straisger, tba 
words are, "If he sell himself unto the stranger," Yet the Sis! 
verse informs us that this servant was "boitgbx" »nd that ihe 
price of his purchase was paid to himself. The same wordt and the 
same form of the word, which, in verse 47, is rendered seU Jiimse^, is 
in verse 39 of the same chapter, rendered he sold ; m Deut. sxviii. 68, 
the same word is rendered " be sold." " And there ye shall bb sold 
unto your enemies for bond -men and bond-women and no man srhu, 
BUY you" How could they"Je soiSjr* without idng boughil Our 
translation makes it nonsense. The word Makar rendered " be solcC* 
is used here in Hithpael conjugation, which is generally reflexive in 
its force, and like the middle voice in Greek, represents what an mdi. 
vidual does for himself, and should manifestly have been rendered " ye 
shall qfer yourselves for sale, and there shall be no purchaser." For 
a clue to Scripture usage on this point, see 1 Kings xxi. 20. 25.~ 
" Thou hast sold thyself to work evil. " There viras none like unto 
Ahab which did sell Mmself to work wickedness." — 2 Bangs xvii. 17. 
"They used divination and enchantments, and sold themseifses to do 
evil." — ^Isa. 1. 1. " For your iniquities have ye «>W jfwtroeifea:." 
Isa. lii, 3, "Ye have sold yourselves fob, nought, aiad ye shall be re. 
deemed without money." See also, Jer. xxxiv. 14 1 Rom. vii. 
16; Johri^ viii. 34, and the case of Joseph and the Egyptians, already 
quoted. In the purchase of wives, though spoken of rarely, it is gene- 
rally stated that they were bought of third persons. If servants were 
bought of V third persons, it is strange that no instance of it is on 
record. 

We now proceed to inquire into the condition of servants under the 
patriarchal and Mosaic systems. 

I. THE RIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES OF SERVANTS. 

The leading design of the laws defining the relations of master and 
servant, was the good of both parties — more especially the good of the 
servants. While the master's interests were guarded from injury, 
those of the servants were promoted. These laws made a merciful 
provision for the poorer classes, both of the Israelites and Strangers, 
not laying on burdens, but lightening them— they were a grant of 
privileges B:ad favors. 

I. Buying servants -was eegasded as a kikdness to the fee- 
sons BOUGHT, and as establishing between them and their purchasers 
a bond of affection and confidence. This is plain irom the frequent 
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tase of it to illustrate the love ml care of God for his chosen people. 
jpe^Ut. xxxii. 6 j Ex. xv. 16 ; Ps. i?xiv. 2 ; Prov. viii. 22. 
^' id. No Steangee could join tk.s FAMny of an Israelite with- 
out BEC0M1N& A PBOSEiiYTE, Compliance with this condition was the 
price of the privilnge. Gen. xvii. 9—14, 23, 27. In other words, to 
become a servant was virtually to become an Israelite.* In the light 
of iliis fact, look at the relation r<ustained by a proselyted servant to 
his master. Was it a sentence consigning to puiushment, or a ticket 
of admission to privileges 7 

in. Expulsion fhom the family was the deprivation of a peivi- 
LEGE IF NOT A PUNISHMENT. When Sarah took umbrage at tlie con- 
duct of Hagar and Ishmael, her servants, " She said imto Abraham 
cast out this bond-woman and her son." * * And Abraham rose 
up early in the morning and took bread and a bottle of water and gave 
it unto Hagar and the child, and sent her away. Gen. xxi. 10, 14 ; 
in Luke xvi. 1 — 8, our Lord tells us of the steward or head-servant of 
a rich man" who defrauded his master, and was, in consequence, ex- 
cluded from his household. The servant anticipating su^ a punish- 
inent, says, "I am resolved what to do, that when I am jwtou* of the 
stewardship, they ; may receive m^ into their houses." . The case of 
Gehaxi, the servant of Elisha, appears to be a similar one^ ■ He was 
guilty of fraud in procuring a large sum of money from NaMi?an, and 
of dehberate lying to his master, on account of whjch Elishia seems 
to have discarded him. 2 Kings v. 20—27. In this connection we 
may add tb^t if a servant neglected the observance of any lieret^onial 
rite, and was on that account excommunicated from the congregaUoh 
of Israel, such excommunication excluded him also from the Jaw^ 
of an Istaeiite. In other words he could be a senmnt no longer 
than he was an Israelite. To ibrfeit the latter distinction involved the 
forfeiture of the former ^^n'wi&ge — ^which proves that it wjos a privilege. 

IV. ThS HeBEEW servant could COMPEL HIS MASTER TO KEEP HIM. 



* The rites by which a stranger became a proselj-te transformed him into a 
Jev/. Compare 1 Chron. ii. 17, with 2 Sam. xvii 25. In Esther viii. 17, it is 
said " Many of the people of the land became Jem" In the Septoagint, the pas- 
sage is thus rendered, "Many of the heathen were circumcised and became 
Jews." The intimate union and incorporation of the proselytes with the He- 
brews is shown by such passages as Isa. Ivi. 6, 7, 8 ; Eph. ii. 11, 22 ; Num. x.29- 
32. Calmet, Art. Proselyte, says " They v/ere admitted, to all the prerogatives 
of the people of the Lord." Mahommed doubtless borrov/ed f iom the laws and 
usages of the Jews, his well known regulation for admitting to ail civil and re- 
ligious privileges, all proselytes of whatever nation or religion. 



When ths ais. years* coatract had expired, if the servant dmandad it, 
the law oS%et< the master to ret&ia him permanently, however litUe 
he might need his serf ices. Deut. xv, 12 — IVj Ex. xxi. 2-^.- 
Tills shows that the system* was framed to advance the interest and 
gratify the wishes of the servant quite as much as those of the 
master. 

V. SbSVANTS week ADMIXTBI) INTO COVENAOT WITH GOD. DgUt. 

xxix. 10 — 13. 

VXi ThET WKHE atJESTS AT ALL KATI0N4L aOT> FAMILY FBSTIVALS 

Ex. xii. 4S--44 ; Deut xii. 12, 18, xvi. 10-— 16. 

VII, ThBY WBRE statedly INSTEUCTED in MOEAilTYANDKEHOION. 

Deut. xxxi. 10~18 ; Josh. viii. 33 — 35 ; 2 Chron. xvii. 8 — 9, xxxv. 
S, and xxxiv. 80, Neb. viii. 7. 8. 

VIII. They wbee beleasbd raoM theie eeotilar laboe neably 
ONE HALF OP THE WHOLE TIME. During which they had their entire 
support, and the same instruction that was provided for the other mem- 
bers of the Hebrew, community. The Law secured to them, 

1. Every seventh gear; Lev. xxv, 3-^6 j thus giving to those who 
were servants during the fentire period between the ; jubilees, e%/i( 
iwAofe yeorsi (including the jubilee year,) of mbroken j^f^ 

■ Every seventh day^ This in forty-two yea|«, the eigh| being 
subtracted from the fifty, would amount to just sia,' |/ears. - 

3i : Tfte ihree tamudfesHtals. Ex. xxiii. IT, xsx^, 23, The Pass. 
ODSr, ' which commeiMied pn the 15th of the Ist month, and Jastedeeven 
days, Deuti x\it 3, 8. The Pentecost, or Feast of Weeks, which 
began on the 8th day of the 3d month, and lasted seven da^. Deut. 
xvi. 10, 11. The Feast t)f Tabernacles, which commenced on the 
I5th of the 7th month, and lasted eight d&ys, Deut. xvi 18. 15 ; Lev. 
xxiii. 34 — 39. As all met in one place, much time would bo spent on 
the journey. Cumbered caravans move slowly. After their arrival, 
a day or two would be requisite for divers preparations before the 
celebrations besides some time at the close of it, in preparations for re- 
turn. If WG assign three weeks to each festival — including the time 
spent on the journeys, and the delays before and after the celebration, 
together with the festival week, it will Be a small allowance for the 
cessation of their regular labor. As there were three festivals in the 
year, the main body of the servants would be absent from their stated 
employments at least nine meks atmnal^f which would amount in 
foity-two years, subtracting the sabbaths, to six years and eighty-four 
days. 

4. The new moons. The Jewish year had twelve ; Josephus says 
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that the Jews always kept <i90 days for the new moos. See Cahnet 
fm the Jewish Calendar, -and Home's Introduction; also 1 Sam. sx. 
18, 19, 27. This, in forty-two years, would be two years 280 
days. 

8. 7?ie feast of irumpets. On the first day of these\renth month, 
and of the civil year. Lev. xxiii. 24, 25. 

6. The aioKenieni day. On the tenth of the seventh month Lev. 
xxiii. 27, 

These two feasts would consume not less than sixty-five da3r9 not 
reckoned above. 

Thus it appears that those who continued servants during the peri- 
od between the jubilees, were by law released from their labor, twbh- 

TY-THBSE YEARS AND SKXy-FOUR DAYS, OUT OP FIFTY YEABS, and those 

who remained a less time, in nearly the same proportion. In this cal- 
culation, besides making a donation of all the fractions to the objector, 
we have left out those numerous local festivab to which frequent allu- 
sion is made, Judg. xxi. 19 ; 1 Sam. ix 12. 22. etc., and the various 
family festivals^ such as at the weaning of children ; at marriages ; at 
sheep shearings ; at circumcisions ; at tlie making of covenants, &c., 
to which reference is often made, as in 1 Sara, xx. 6. 28, 29. Nei- 
;&er have we included the festivals instituted at a later period of the 
Jewish history— the feast of Purira, Esth. ix. 28, 29 ; and of the 
Dedication, which lasted eight days. John x. 22 ; i Mac. iv. 59. 

Finally, the Mosaic system secured to servante, an amount of time 
which, if distributed, would be almost one hai,f of the days in bach 
YBAB. Meanwhile, they were supported, aixd furnished with opportu- 
nities of instruction. If this time were distributed over every day, the 
servants would have to themselves nearly one half of each day. 

The" service of thbse Stremgers who were natioml servants or trib- 
utaries, was regulated upon the same benevolent principle, and secm-ed 
to them Two-THians of the whole year. *'A month they were in 
Lebanon, and two months they were at home." 1 Kings, v. 13 — -15. 
Compared v/ith 2 Chron. ll.. 17—10, vlii. 7—9 ; 1 Kings, ix 20. 22. 
The regulations under wl^ch the inhabitants of Gibeon, Chephirah, 
Beeroth and Kiijath-jearim, (afterwards called Nethmims) performed 
service for the Israelites, must have secured to them nearly the whole of 
their time. If, as is probable, ttiey served in courses corresponding 
to those of their priests whom they a-^sisted, they v/ere in actual ser- 
vice less tlian one month annually. 

IX. The servasit. was paoTECTED by law equally with the 

OTHER MKMBEBS THE COMBnjrflTY. 
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Proof.— '"Juidga righteously between every man and )n3 brotheir 
and THB sTaAKOBii that is with Hia." " Ye shall not kespbct pk»- 
SONS in judgment, but ye shall hear the sjsiALt. as well as the great." 
Deut. i. 16, 19. Also Lev. xix. 15. xslv. 22. " Yo shall have one 
manner of law aa well for the strangbb, as for one of your own coiai. 
try." So Num. xv. 29. « Ye shall have onh l/lW for him that sinneth 
through ignoraoce, both for him that is bora among the children of 
Israel and for the steangee that sojourneth among them." Deut. 
xxvii. 19. " Cursed be he that pervbrteth THB jntroGMENT of the 
STRANGER."* Deut. xxvii. 19. 

X. The Mosaic system ENjoiHSii the greatest affection and 

KINDNESS TOWARDS SERVANTS, FOREIGN AS ^VELL AS JeVHSH. 

« Tho Stranger that dwelleth with you shall bo unto you as one born 
among you, and thou shaltlove him as thyself." Lev. xix, M. 

For the Lord your God * * beoabdeth not ksrsons. He doth 
execute the judgment of the fatherless and widow, and lovbth thb 
STRANGER, in giving him food and raiment, lovb £E therf.fors the 
STRANGER." Deut. X. 17, 19. " Thou shalt v either vex a stbangsb 
nor oppress him," Ex. xxii. 21. "Thou she It not oppress a 
STRANGER, for ye know the heart of a stringer.** Ex. xsiii. 9. 
" If thy brother be waxen poor thou shalt rel'eve hijn, yea, though he 
be a STRANGER or a sojourner, that he may live wilh thee, take thou no 
usury of him or increase, but fear thy Grod. Lev. xxv. 35, 36. 
CJould this same stranger be taken by one that feared his Grod, and 
held as a slave, and robbed of time, earnings, and all his rights? 
' XI. Servants, were placed upon a level with their masters in 
ALL crvn. AND religious EIGHTS. Num. XV. 15, 16, 29 ; ix. 14 ; 
Deut. i. 16, 17 ; Lev. xxiv. 22. To these may be added that nume. 
rous class of passages which represents <5od as regarding alUce the na- 
tural rigUts of all men, and making fo? all an equal provision. Suck , 



In a work entitled, " Instraction in the Mosaic Religion" by Protensor 
Jholson, of the Jewish seminary at Frai),kfort-on-the-Maia, translated into Eng- 
lish by Rabbi'Leeser, vre fiud the following.— Sec. 165. 

" Claestion. Does holy writ any where make a difference between the Israel- 
ite and the other who is no Israelite, in those laws and prohibitions which for- 
bid us the covmittal of any thing against oit/rfellmomen 7" 

" Ans^rer. No where we do find a trace of such a di5erence. See Lev. xis. 
33-36. 

" Gfod says thou shalt not murder, sUai, cheat, &a. In every place the action 
itself is prohibited as being an abomination to God witheut respnet to tJie ptrsms ' 
against neJmi it is commuted." 



28 



as, 3 ChroE. srix. 7 ; Prov. Jodv. 23, xswiii^ 31 ; Job. sxxiv. 19 , 
2 Sam. xiv. 14 ; Acts x. 85 ; Eph. vi. 9. 

Finally— With such watchful jealousy did the Mosaic Institutes 
guard the rights of servants, as to make the mere feet of a servant's 
escape from his master presumptive evidence that his master had op- 
pressed him ; and on that presumption, annulled his master's authority 
over him, gave him license to go wherever he pleased, and commanded 
ail to protect him. Deut. jodii. 15, 16, As this regulation will be ex- 
aminsd under a subsequent head, where its full discussion more appro, 
pri^tely belongs, we notice it here merely to point out its bearings on 
the topic under consideration. 

These are kegulations of that Mosaic systbm which .s claim-^ 
ed by slaveholdbas as t^5e protoxype of american si^vkry. 

II. WERE PERSONS MADE SERVANTS AGAINST 
THEIR WILLS? 

We argue that tiiey became servants of their own accordf because, 

I. To BECOME A SEBVAKiT WAS TQ BECOME A PROSELYTE. WhpeVOr 

of the strangers became a servant, he was required to abjure idolatry, 
to enter into covenant with God)* be circumcised in token of it, be 
bound to keep the Sabbath, the Passover, the Pentecost, and the Feast 



* Maimonides, a contemporary with JarcW, and who stands with him at the 
head of Jewish writers, gives the following testimony on this point : . 

" Whether a servant be bom in the power of an Israelite, or whether he be 
purchased from the heathen, the ;;ikaster is to bring them both into the covenant. 

"But he that is in the home is entered on the eighth day, and he that is 
bought with money, on the day on wJuchhis master receives him, unless the 
slave bs unwilling. For if the master receive a growp slave, and he be unwil- 
ling,' his master is to bear with him, to seek to win him oyer by instruction, 
and by love and kindness, for one year. After which, should he refuse so long, 
ii is forbidden to keep him longer than a year. And the master mast send him 
back to the strangers from whence he came. F or the God of Jacob will not ac- 
cept any other than the worship of a mUing heaTt."-rMairnon, Hilcoth Miloth, 
Chap. I, Sec. 8. 

The ancient Jewish Doctors assert that the servant from the Strangers who at 
the dose of his probationary year, refused to' adopt the Jewish religion and was 
on that accomit sent back to his own people, received afiiM covvpensation for his 
services, besides the pavE, ent of his expenses. But that postponement of the cir- 
cumcision of the foreign servant for a year (or even at all after he had entered 
the family of an Israelite) of which the Mishnic doctors speak, seems to have been 
■a mere usage. We find nothing of it in the regulations of the Mosaic system. 
Circumcision was manifestly a rite siiAciXy inUiatdry. . Whether it was a rite 
mQK\Y'nMifma:i or spirikial, or both, comes not within the scope of this inquiry. 



of Tebemades, and to reoei?e instrac^n iu tb© nwtai and cewawaayi 
iaw. Were the semnt8/>r«fid througji aU these processes I ^Wiw 
the renunciation of idolatry corn^soryl Were they drag^ ii^to 
covenant with God ? Were they seized ami circuinscised by mm 
strength ? Were they eompeUed mechanically to chew aod swallow 
the flesh of the Paschal lamb, while tliey abhorred the iastitution, 
spumed the laws that enjoined it, detested lis author and its execu- 
tors, and instead of rejoicing in the deliverance which & c^ipmemoratod, 
bewailed it as a calamity, and cursed the day of its 6«^bmuBn^ 
Were they driven from all parts of the lend three times in the year ^ 
the annual festivals ? Were they drugged with instruction wbkh they 
nauseated 1 Were they goaded through a round of ijeremonies, to 
them senseless and disgusting mummeriea ; rand drilled into the tactics 
of a creed rank with' loatiied abominalioua ? We repeat it,,vto be- 
come a servant, was to become a proselyte. Did God authorize his 
people to make proselytes at the point of the bayonet ? by the terror of 
pains and penalties ? by converting men into merchandise 7 Were jrro- 
selyteand chattel aynonymea in the Dime vocabulary ? Must a man 
be sunk to a tiung before taken into covenant with God ? Was this 
the stipulated condition of adoption? the sure and sacred passport to 
the communion of the saints ? 

II. Tbe sdbbend£R of fugitive servants to thbir hastes^ 
WAS PBOHiBiTBi). " Thou shalt not deliver unto his master the ser- 
vant which is escaped from his master unto thee. Ho shall dwell with 
thee, even among you, in that place which he shall choose, in one of 
thy gates where itlikethhim best ; thou shalt not oppress him." Deut 
xxiii. 15, 16. 

As though God had said, " To deliver him up would be to recogniz;© 
the rig li of the master to hold him ; hxs fleeing shows his cluxice, 
claims his wrongs and his title to protection ; you shall not force him 
back and thus recognize the right of the master to hold him in sucji ' 
a condition as induces him to flee to otliers for protection." It may 
be said that this comnaaiad referred only to the servants heathy 
masters in the surrounding nations. We answer : the ternss qf the 
command are unlimited. But the objection, if valid, would merely 
shift the pressure of the difficulty to another point. Did God rcf 
quire them to protect inQfree choice of a single servant from the hea- 
then, and yet authorize the same per::onSs to crush the fi^e dioice of 
tf«>M5aK(fa of servants from the heathen? Suppose a case. jL foreign 
servant escaj^ t» the Israelites; Grod says, "He shall dwell with 
thee, in that ^ce wWch he shall choose, in one of thy gates where it 
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J^h6& him best." Now, suppose this same servaint, instead of coRm% 
into Israel of his own accord, Imdbeen dragged in by some kidnapper, 
who bou^t him of his master, and forced him into a condition 
against his will ; would He who forbade such treatment of the strang- 
er, who vokaUarify came into the land, sanction the same treatment 
of the same penon, provided in addition to this last outrage, the 
previous one had been committed of forcing him into the nation 
against his mill To commit violence on the free choice of a foreign 
servant is forsooth a horrible enormity, provided you begin the vio« 
lence qfier he has come among yen. But if you commit the first act 
an the other side t^ihe Urn ; if you begin the outrage by buying him 
from a third person against his will, and &en tear him from home, 
dra? Vim across the lin^^into the land of Israel, and hold him as a 
sL,»>S«h! that alters the case, and you may perpetrate the violence 
now with ifflj^-^Jtjr ! Would greater favor have been shown to this 
new comer than to the old residents — ^those who had been servants in 
Jewish &nuUes perhaps for a generation ? Were the Israelites com* 
manded to exercise towards ftun, uncircumcised and out of the cove- 
nant, a justice and kindness denied to thet multitudes who vsere cir- 
cumcised, and wiOm the covenant ? But, the objector finds small 
gain to his argument on the suppoation that the covenant inspected 
merely the fugitives from the surro':<nding nations, while it left the 
servants of the Iraelites in a condition against their wills. In tticvi 
case, the surrounding nations would adopt retaliatory measures, and 
become so many asylums for Jewish fijgitives. As these nations 
were not only on every side of them, but in their midst, such a 
proclamation would have been an e&ctoal lure to men whose condi- 
tion was a constant counteraction of will. Besides, the same command 

. which protected the servant from the power of his foreign mastery 
protected him equally from the power of an IsraeUie. It Wis not, 

^merely " Thou shait not deliver him imto his masteTf" but "he shall 
dwell witli thee, in that place which he sJiall choose in one of thy gates 
where it liketh Jam best." Every Israelite was forbidden to put him 
in any condition against his vnll. What was this but proclamation, 
Aat all who chose to live in the land and obey the laws, were left to 
their own firee will, to dispose of their services at such a rate, to such 
persons, and in such places as they pleased? Besides, grant that this 
command prohibited the sending back of for^n Servants only, there 
was no law reqcmng the return of servants who. had escaped from 
the Israelites. Pro^eriy lost, and cMle esca^d, Iley: were required 
to retur% but not escaped servaMs. These vejrses confein, 1st, a com"' 
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mand, "Thou shalt not deliver," 2d, a declare ion of the jfiigi^. 
tive's ri^t oifre& choice, and of God's will that he should exercise it 
at his own discretion ; and Sd, a conunand gueurdipg this right, namely, 
"Thou shalt not oppress him," as though God had said, « If you r 
strain him from exercising his own choicCf as to the place and conditiua , 
of his residence, it is oppression, and shall not be tolerated,"* 

m. Thb sbevants had pbcomae OFPOBXinnnBS auto facbutibs fob 
BSCATE. Three times every year, all the males over twelve years, 
were required to attend tiie national feasts. They wejce thus absent 
from their homes not less than three weeks at each time, making nine 
weeks annually. As these caravans moved over the country, were 
there military scouts lining the way, to intercept deserters ?— a corpo- 
ral's guard at each pass of the mountains, sentinels pacing the hill- 
tops, and light-horse scouring the defiles? The Israelites must have 
had dome safe contrivance for taking their " j&tje«" three times in a 
year to Jerusalem and back. When a body of slaves is moved any 
distance in our republic, they are bondcufifed and chained together, to 
keep them from running away, or beating their drivers' brains out. 
Was this the Mosaic plan, or an improvement introduced by Samuel, 
or was it left for tiie wisdom of Solomon? The usage, doubtiess, 
claims a paternity not less venerable and bibhcal ! Perhaps they were 
lashed upon camels, and transported in bundles, or caged up and trun- 
dled on wheels to and fro, and while at the Holy City, " lodged in jail 
for safe keeping," the Sanhedrim appointing special religious services 
for their benefit, and their "drivers" officiating at "obal instruction.'* 
Meanwhile, what became of the sturdy handmcads left at home ? What 
luodred them from. stalking oET in a body? Perhaps the Israelitish 
matrons stood sentry in rotation round the kitchens, while the young 
ladies scoured the country, as mounted rangers, picking up stragglers 
by day, and patrolled the streets, keeping a sharp look-out at night ! 



* Perhaps it may be objected that thkview of Deatxxiii. 15, JG, makes non- 
sense of Ex. xxi, 27, which provides that if a man strikes out his servant's tooth 
he shall let him go free. Small favor indeed if the servant might set himself 
free whenever he pleased I Answer— The former passage might remove the 
servant from the master's «ttfAor%, without aimnlling the master's legal claims 
upon the servant, if he had paid him in advaace and had not received from him 
an equivalent, and thi? eqoally, whether his master were a Jew or a Gfentlle. 
The latter passage, " He shall let him go free for his tooWs saM'\ not only freed 
the servant from the master's authbrily, but also from any pecuniary cliiim which 
master might have on account of having paid his wagesin advance ; and this 
asi-a s<»»p£»Mt«7» for^e loss a tooth. 
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W. Wumjh NEOLECT OiP CEBEMONIAI, siTBS DISSOLVED "THE BELA- 

Suppose the servants from the heathen had, wpon entering Jev.dsh 
fa:mi]ies, refused circumcision ; if slaves, how simple the process of 
f • ^iiicrpatioa ? Thsii- rc/hsal did tho job. Or, suppose they had re« 
i d to attend the annual feasts, or had eaten leavened bread during 
the Passover, or compounded the ingredients of the annointing oil, or 
Led toucned a dead bbdy, a bono* or a grave, or in any way had con- 
iracted ceremonial uncieanness, and refused to be cleansed with the 
" \Vat6r of separation," they would have been " cut off from the peo- 
ple excOnWtuniccUed. Ex, xii. 19 ; sxx. 83 ; Num. xix. 16. 

V. Seevants of the patriarchs necessarily voluntarv. 
Abraham's servants are an illustration. At one time he had three 
hundred and eighteen young num " born in his house," and many more 
7ioi hon\ in his houso. His servants of all ages were probably many 
TnousA.NDs. How did Abraham and Saraii contrive to hold fast so 
many thousand servants against their wiDs l The most natural sup- 
position is that the Patriarch and his wife "took turns" in surrounding 
them, ! The neighboring tribesj instead of constituting a picket 
guard to hem m his servants, would have been far more likely to 
swe<ip them and liim into captivity, as they did Lot and his household. 
Besides, there was neither "constitution" nor "compact," to send 
baclj; Abraham's fugitives, nor a truckling police to pounce upon them, 
nor gentlemen-kidnappers, suing for his patronage, volunteering to 
howl on their track, boasting their blood-hound scent, and pledging 
their honour to hunt down and deliver up, provided they had, a descrip- 
tion of the " flesh-marks," and were suitably stimulated by pieces oi 
silver.* Abraham seems also to have been sadly deficient in all the 



Thfi foUovring is a standing newspaper advertisement of one of these pro- 
fcisional maii-catchcrs, a member uf the Ne'^r York bar, who coolly plies his 
Jiade in the commercial empori'im, sustained by the complacent greetings and 

COUrU'K'>-S of " DONORABLE M£N !" , , 

" Impokvant to 'CUE South. — F. H. Pettis, . .ative of Orange County, Va., 
being located in the city of New York, in the practice of law. announces to his 
friends and thepnblic In general, ihat he has been engaged as Coimsel and Ad- 
yisef in General for a party whose business it is in the northern cities to arrest 
and s/;cure runav/ay slaves. He has been thus engaged for several years, and 
as the ttet of Congress alone governs now in. this city, in business of this sort, 
'whicli readers it easy for the recovery of such property, he invites post paid com- 
launications to Mm, inclosing a fee of ^20 in each case, and a power of Attor- 



83 



auxiliaries of family government, such as stocks, hand.cuSs, foot-chains, 
yokes, gags, and thumb-screws. His destitution of these patriarchal 
indispensables is the more afflicting, since he faithfully trained «' his 
household to do justice and judgment," though so deplorably destitute 
of the needful aids. 

Probably Job had even more servants than Abraham, See Job. i. 3, 
14-19, and xlii. 12. That his thousands of servants staid with him 
entirely of tiieir own accord, is proved by Hie fact of their staying with 
him.. Suppose they had wished to quit his service, and ,so the whole 
army had filed off before him in full retreat, how could the patriarch 
have brought them to halt 1 Doubtless with hb wife, seven sons, and 
three daughters for allies, he would have soon out-flanked the fugitive 
host and dragged each of them back to his wonted chain and staple. 

But the impossibility of Job's servants being held against their vrflls, 
is not the only proof of their voluntary condition. We have his own 
explicit testimony that he had not " withheld from the poor their 
sire." Job, xxxL 16. Of course he could hardly have made them live 
with him, and forced them to work for him agamst their desire." 

When Isaac sojourned in tlie country of the Philistines he "had 
great store of servsmts." And we have his testimony that the Philis. 
tines hated him, added to that of inspiration that they " envied" him. 
Of course they v/ould hardly volunteer to organize patroles and com- 
mittees of vigilance to keep his servants from running away, and to 
drive back all who were found beyond the limits of his plantatioiil with- 
out a " pass !" If the thousands of Isaac's servants were held against 
their wills, who held them 7" 

The servants of the Jews, during the building of the wall of Jeru- 
salem, under Nehemirih, may be included under this head. That they 
remained with their masters of their own accord, we argue from the &ct, 
that the circumstances of the Jews made it impossible for them to coi .jpel 
their residence and service. They were few in number, without resources, 
defensive fortifications, or munitions of war, and surrounded withaJ by a 
host of foes, scoffing at their feebleness and invitiag desertion from their 
ranks. Yet sp far from the Jews attempting in any way to restrain thair 



ney iniuutely descriptive of the party absconded, tod if in the northern region, 
ne, 01 she will soon te had. 

" Mr. Pettis will attend promptly to all lawbiLsiness confideci! to hitt. 

" N. B. New York Cijy is estimated to contain 5,000 Runaw^ Slaves. 
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se vvants, or resortmg to precautions to prevent escape, they put arras into 
their hands, and enrolled them as a night-guard, for the defence of the 
city. By cheerfully engaging in this service and in labor by day, when 
with entire ease they might all have left their masters, marched over to 
the enemy, and been received with shoutmgs, the servants testified that 
their condition was one of their own clioice, and that they regarded their 
own interests as inseparably identified with those of their masters. 
Neh. iv. 23. 

VI. No INSTANCES OF IsHAELITISH MASTERS SELLING . SERVANTS. 

Neither Abraham nor Isaac seem ever to have sold one, though they 
had " great store of servants." Jacob was himself a servant in tlie fa- 
mily of Laban twenty-one years. He had afterward a large number of 
servants, Joseph invited him to come into Egypt, and to bring all that 
he had with him—" thou and thy children, and thy children's children, 
and thy flocks and thy herds, and all that thou hast." Gen. xlv. 
1 0, Jacob took his flocks and herds but no servants. Yet we are told that 
Jacob " took his journey with all tliat he had.'''' Gen. xlvi. i. And after 
his arrival in Egypt, Joseph said to Pharaoh " my father, and my brethen, 
and their flocks, and their herds and all thai they have, are come." Gen. 
xlvii. i. The servants doubtless, served under their oion contracts, 
and when Jacob went into Egypt, they chose to stay in their own country. 

The government might sell thieves, if they had no property, until 
their siervices had made good the injury, and paid the legal fine, Ex. xxii. 
8. But masters seem to have had no power to sell their servants. To 
give the master a right to sell his servant, would annihilate the servant's 
right of choice in his own disposal ; but says the objector, " to give the 
master a right to but/ a servant, equally annihilates the servant's right 
qf choice." Answer. It is one thjag to have a right to buy a man, 
and a quite another thing to have a right to buy him of another mm.'-'' 

Though servants were not bought of their masters, yet young fe- 
males were bought of their fathers. But their purchase as servants 
was their betrothal as wives. Ex. xxi. 7, 8. " If a man sell his daugh 
ter to be a maid-servant, she shall not go out as the n:en-servants do. 
If she please not her i-naster vmo hath BETEomED her to himself, he 
shall let her be redeemed."f 



* There is no evidence that masters had the power to dispose of even the 
services of their servants, as men hire out their laborers whom they employ by 
the y3ar ; but whrlher they had or not, affects not the argument, 

t Ti?.e comment of Maimonides on this passage is as follows:—" A Hebrew 
Jiaodmaid might not be sold but to one who laid timself under obligations, to 
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Vli. VoLUN^AKIf SBBVAK'SS FROM 5'KK SyEAKGSSS. 

We infer thataZ^ the servants from the Strangers were voluntary in 
becoming such, since we have direct testimony that some of them were 
so. " Thou shalt not oppress an hired servant that is poor and needy, 
whether he be of thy brethren, or of thy btbangees that are in thy land 
within thy gates." Deut. xxiv. 14, We learn from this that some of the 
servants, which the Israelites obtained from th3 strangers were procured 
by presenting the inducement of wages to their free clwice, thus recog- 
nizmg their right to sell their services to others, or not, at their own 
pleasure. Did the Israelites, when they went among the heathen to 
procure servants, take money in one hand and ropes in the other ? Did 
tlieycsfc one man to en^ge in their service, and tZrogr along with them 
the next that they met, in spite of his struggles. Did liiey knock for ad- 
mission at one door and break down the next ? Did they go through one 
village with friendly salutations and respectful demeanor, and with the 
air of those soliciting favors, offer wages to the inhabitants as an in- 
ducement to engage ia their service— while they sent on their agents to 
prowl through the next, with a kidnapping posse at their heels, to tear 
from their homes as many as they could get within their clutches ? 

viu. Hebeew seevakts voluntaey. We infer that the Hebrew 
servant was voluntary in commencing his service, because he was pre- 
eminently so IN coNXiNuiNG it. If, at the year of release, it was the 
servant's choice to remain with his master, the law required his ear to be 
bored by the judges of the land, thus making it impossible for him to be 
held against his will. Yea more, his meister was compelled to keep him, 
however much he might wish to get rid of him. 

EX. The mannee of peocubing servants, an appbal to choice. 
The Israelites were commanded to offer them a suitable inducement, 
and then leave them to decide. They might neither seize them by 
force, nor frighten them by threats, nor wheedle them by false pre- 
tences, nor horrofw them, nor leg them ; but they were commanded to 
BUY them* — that is, they were to recognize the right of the indivi- 
duals to dispose of their own services, and their right to refuse all offers, 



espouse her to himself cr to his son, when she was fit to be betrothed." — Maino- 
nides — Hilcoth — &)edim, Ch. IV. Sec. XI. Jarchi, on the same passage, says, 
" He is bound to espouse her to be his wife, for the moTici/ of her purchase is the 
money of her espo-usal. 

The case of thieves, whose services were sold until they had earned 
enough to make restitution to the person wronged, and topay the legal penally, 
stands by itself , and has nothing to do with the condition of servants. 
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and thus oblige those who made them, io do their mn work. Suppose 
all, with one accord, had refused to become servants, what provision 
did the Mosaic law' make for such an emergency ? None. 

X. Ikcidentajc coBRonoBATivEs. Various incidental expressions 
corroborate the idea that .servants became such by their own contract. 
Job. xli. 4, is an illustration, " Will he (Leviathan) make a covenant 
with thee 1 wilt thcu take him for a servant forever ?" Isa. xiv. 1, 2 
is also an illustration. " The strangers shall be joined witli them (the 
Israelites) and iheyshdU cl savb to the house of Jacob, and the house of 
Israel shall possess them in the land of the Lord, for servants and 
handmaids." 

The transaction which made the Egyptians the sbrvants of 
PHAKAOK was volmitary throughout. See Gen. slvii. 18 — 26. Of 
their own accord they came to Joseph and said, " There is not aught 
left but our hodies and our lands ; Jmy us then in the 25th verse, 
«' We will be Pharaoh's servants." To these it may be added, that the 
sacrifices and offerings which all were required to present, were io 
be made voluntarily. Lev. i. 2. 3. 

The pertinence and point of our Lord's declaration in Luke xvi. 13, 
is destroyed on the supposition that servants did not become such by 
their oum choice. " No servant can serve two niasters : for either he 
will hate the one and lovo the other, or else he wiU hold to the one 
and despise the other." Let it be kept in mind, that our Lord was a 
Jew, The lost sheep '•'■Jie house of Israel were his flock. Wherever 
ho went, they were aruond him : whenever he spake, they were lus 
auditors. His public preaching and his private teaching and conver- 
sation, were full of references to their own institutions, laws and usages, 
and of illustrations drawn from them. In the verse quoted, he illus- 
trates the impossibiliiy of their making choice of God as their portion, 
and becoming his servants, while they chose the world, and were its 
servants. To make this clear, he refers to one of their own institu- 
tions, that of domestic service, with which, in all its relations, incidents 
and usages, they were perfectly familiar. He reminds them of the 
well-known impossibility of any person bemg the servant of two mas- 
ters, and declares he sole ground of that impossibiliiy to be, the fact 
that the servemt chooses the service of the one, and spurns that of the 
other. "He shall hold to the one and despise (reject) the other." As 
though our Lord had said, " No one can become the servant of an- 
other, when his will revolts from his service, and v/hen the conditions 
of it tend to make him hate the man." Since the fact that the servant 
spurns one of two masters, makes it impossible for him to serve thai one^ 
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if he spurned both it would make it impossible for him to ser/e eUher. 
So, also, if tlie fact tbat an individual did not *' hold to" or choose the 
service of another, proves that he could not become his servant, tliea 
the question, v/hetlier or not he should become the servant of another 
was suspended on his aum will. Further, the phraseology of the j.-as- 
sage shows that the choice of the servant decided the question. " He 
will HOLD TO the one," — honeo there is no difllcuity in the way of his 
serving Mm ; but " no servant can serve" a master whom he does not 
" liold to" or clema to, whose service he does not choose. This is the 
sole ground of the impossibility asserted by our Lord. 

The last clattse of tlie verse furnishes an application of the princi- 
ple asserted in the former part, " Ye caimot serve God and mammon." 
Now in what does the impossibility of serving both God and the 
world consist ? Solely in the feuct that the will which chooses the ono 
refuses the other, and the affections which " hold to" the one, reject 
the other. Thus the question. Which of the two is to be served, is 
suspended alone upon the choice of the individual. 

XI. Rich stbangees tid not become servants. Indeed, so far were 
they from becoming servants themselves, that they bought and held 
Jewish servants. Lev. xxv. 47. Since rich strangers did not be- 
come servants to the Israelites, we infer that those who did, became 
such not because they were strangers, but because they were jpoor,— not 
because, on account of their being heathen, they were compelled by force 
to become servants, but because, on account of their "poverty, they chose 
to become servants to better their condition. 

xir. Instances of voluntary servants. Mention is often made 
of persons becoming servants who were manifestly voluntary. 
As the Prophet Elisha. 1 Kings xix. 21 ; 2 Kings iii. 1 1. Elijah 
was his master. 2 Kings ii. 5. The word translated master, is the 
same that is so rendered in almost every instance where masters are 
spoken of under the Mosaic and patriarchal systems. Moses was the 
servant of Jethro. Ex. iii, 1 ; iv. 10. Joshua ^'Tbs the servant oi 
Moses. Ex. xxxiii. 11, Num. xi. 28. Jacob was the servant of La- 
ban. Gen. xxix. 18—27. See also the case of the Gibeonites who 
voluntarily became servants to the Israelites and afterwards performed 
service for the " house of God" tluroughout the subsequent Jewish his- 
tory, were hicorporate with the Israelites, registered in the genealogies, 
and manifestly of their own accord remained with them, and " clava" 
to them. Neh. x. 28. 29 ; a. 3 ; Ez. vii, 7. 

Finally, in all the regulations respecting servants and their service, 
no form of expression is employed from which it could be inferred, that 
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sei-vants were made such, and held in that condition by force. Add to 
this the entire absence of all the machinery, appurtentuaces and inci- 
dents of compiiMon. 

Voluntary service on the part of servants ■would have been in keep- 
ing with regulations which abounded in the Mosaic system tmd sustain- 
ed by a multitude of analogies. Compulsory service on the other 
hand, could have harmonized with nothing, and would have been the 
solitary disturbing force, marring its design, counteiacting its tenden- 
cies, and confusing and falsifying its types. The directions given to 
' regulate the performance of service for the^?"?'?"?, lay great stress on the 
' * willingness of those enriployedto perform it. " For the spirit and usages 
that obtamed under the Mosaic system in this respect, see 1 Chron. 
xxviii. 21 ; Ex. ssxv. 5. 21, 22. 2*9 ; 1 Chron. xxix. 6. 6. 9. 14. 17 ; 
Ex. XXV. 2 ; Judges v. 2 ; Lev. xxii. 29 ; 2 Chron. xxsv. 8 ; Ezrai. 6 ; 
Ex. XXXV ; Neh. xi. 2.* 

Again, the voluntariness of servants is a natural iiiference from 
the fact that the Hebrew word ehedk, uniformly rendered servant, is 
applied to a great variety of classes ana descriptions of persons under 
the patriarchal and Jewish dispensations, all of whom were voluntary 
and n?.03t of them eminently so. For instance, it is applied to persons 
rendering acts of wa skip about seventy times, whereas it is applied to 
serocnis not more tiian half that number of times. 

To this we may add, that the illustrations dravm from the condition 
aiid service of servants and the ideas which the term servant is employed 
to convey when applic' figuratively to moral subjects would, in most 
instances, lose all their force, smd often become absurdities if the will 
of the servant resisted his service, and he performed it only by com- 
pulsion. Many passages will at once occur to those who are familiar 
vnih. the Bible. We give a single example. " To whom ye yield 
YOURSELVES servants to obey, his servants ye are to wJiom ye oley." Rom. 
vi. 16. It would hardly be possible to assert the voluntariness of ser- 
vants more strongly in a direct proposition than it is here asserted by 
implication. 



* We should naturaily infer that the directions which regulated the rendering 
of ser/ice to individuals, would proceed upon the same principle in this respect 
with those which regulated the rendering of service to the pvllic. Otherwise 
the Mosaic system, instead of constituting in its different parts a harmonious 
whole, ,;ould be divided against itself; its principles counteracting and nullify- 
ing eaci other. 
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III. WERE SERVANTS FORCED TO WORK WITHOUT 

PAY? 

As the servants became and continued such of their mm accord, it 
would be no small marvel if they ckose to work without pay. Their 
becoming servants, presupposes cKTipensaiion as a motive. That they 
were paid for their labor, we argue. 

I. Because God rebuked the using of seevice wiTHOtrr 
WAGES. « Wo unto him that buildeth his house by um-ighteousness, 
and his chambers by wrong; that tjseth his kbigkboe's service 

WITHOUT WAGES, AND GIVBTH HIM NOT FOB HIS WORK." Jer. SXix. 

13> The Hebrew word reo, translated neighbor, means any one 
with whom we have to do-— all descriptions of persons, even those who 
prosecute us in lawsuits, and enemies v/hile in the act of fighting us— 
"As when a man riseth against his neighbor and slayeth him." 
Deut. xxii. 26. " Go not forth hastily to strive, lest thou know not what 
to do in the end theieof, when thy neighbok hath put thee to shame.'* 
Prov. XXV. 8. *• Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy neigh- 
bor," Ex. XX. 16. If a man come presumptuously upon his 
NEiGOTOR to slay him witli guile." Ex. xxi. 14, &c. The doctrine 
plainly inculcated in tliis passage is, that every man's labor, or " ser- 
vice," being his own property, he is entitled to the profit of it, and that 
for another to " use" it without paying him the value of it, is " unright- 
eousness." The last clause of the verse, " and givetli him not for his 
work," reaffirms the same principle, that every man is to be paid for 
" his work." In the context, the prophet contrasts the unrighteousness 
of those who used the labor of others without pay, with the justice and 
equity practiced by their patriarchal ancestor toward the poor. " Did 
not thy father eat and drink and do judgment and justice, and then it 
was well v/ith him. He judged the cause of the poor and needy; then it 
was well with him. But thine eyes and thine heart are not but for thy 
eovetoiisness, and for to shed iimocent blood, and for oppression, and for 
violence to do it." Jer. xxii. 15, 16, 17.* 

♦ Paul lays down the same principle in the form of a precept. " Masters 
give unto your servants that which is jost and EauAL." Col. iv. 1. Thus 
not only asserting the right of the servant to an equivalent for his labor, and 
the duty of the master to render it, but condemning all those relations be- 
tween riaster and servant ■which were not founded upon justice and equality 
of rights. The apostle James enforces the same principle. "Behold, the 
hire of the laborers, who have reaped dovn your fields, which is of you kept back 
by fraud, crieth." Jame^ v. 4. As though he had said, " wages are the 
the Tight of laborers ; those who work for you have a just claim on you for 
pay, this you refuse to render, and thus defraud them by keeping from 
them what belongs to them;" See also Mai. iii. 5. 
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jj. God ffES'siFjES that ijf ouB Dunr to otjb fkliow men, all 

THE LAW AND THE PEOPHBTS HANG UPON THIS C0MMAN3), " ThOTT 

SHALT L0VB5 THY NEIGH30B AS THYSELy." OuT Savior,. iu giving this 
command, quoted verioHm one of the laws of the Mosaic system. 
Lev. xix» 18. la the 84th verse of the same chapter, Moses applies this 
law to the treatment of strangers, " The stranger that dwelleth with 
you shall be unto you as one bom among you, and thou bhalt love 
HIM AS THYSELF,'* If it be loving others as ourselves, to make them 
work for us without pay ; to rob them of food and clothing also, 
would be a stronger illustration still of the law of love ! Super-dis. 
interested benevolence j And if it be doing imto others as we would 
have ihem do to us, to make them work for our oum good alone, Paul 
should be called to order for bis hard sayings against human nature, 
especially for that libellous matter in Eph. v. 29, " No man ever yet 
, hated his own flesh, but nourisheth it ani cherisheth it." 

m. Seevants weeb often wealthy. As persons became servants 
FROM povEETY, We arguo that they were compensated, since they fre- 
quently owned property, and sometimes a large amount. Ziba, the 
servant of Mephibosheth, gave David Two himdred loaves of bread, 
and a hundred bunches of raisins, and a hundred of summer fruits, and 
a bottle of wine." 2 Sam, xvL 1. The extent of his possessions can 
be inferred from the fact, that though the father of fifteen sons, he had 
twenty" servants. In Lev. xxv. 47 — 49, where a servant, reduced to 
poverty, sold himself, it is declared that he may be redeemed, either by 
his kindred, or by himself. Having been forced to sell himself from 
poverty, he must have acquired considerable propertj'^ o/fer he became 
a servant. If it had not been common for servants to acquire property 
over which they had the control, the servant of Elisha would hardly 
have ventured to take a large sum of money, (nearly $3000*), from 
Naaraan, 2 Kings v, 22, 23. As it was procured by deceit, he wished 
to conceal the means used in getting it ; but if servants could " own 
nothing, nor acquire any thing," to embark in such an enterprise would 
have been consummate stupidity. The fact of having in his possession 
two talents of silver, would of itself convict Iiira of theft.f But since it 



* Though we have not suScient data to decide upon the relative value of that 
sum, then and^K^o, yet we have enough to warrant us in saying that two talents 
of silver, had far more value the^. thaa three thousand dollars hsv6' now. 

t Whoever heard of the slaves in our southern states stealing a large amount 
•of iilpaey They " knots hotB to taJce care of themselves^'' quite too well for that. 
"WTugA they steal, thqy are careful to do it on such a small scale, or in the tak- 
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was common for servants to own property, he might have it, and invest 
or use it, without attracting special attention, and that consideratioa 
alone would have been a strong motive to ^he act. His master, 
though he rebuked him for using such meriis, to get the money, not 
only does not take it from him, but seems to expect tlmt he would in- 
vest it in real estate, and cattle, and would procure servants vnih it. 
2 Kings V. 26. We find the servant of Saul having money, and re» 
lieving his master in an emergency. 1 Sam. ix. 8. Arza, the ser- 
vant of Elah, was the ovmer of a home. That it was somewhat mag- 
nificent, would be a natural inference from its being a resort of the 
king. 1 Kings xvi. 9. When Jacob became the servant of Laban, it 
was evidently from poverty, yet Laban said to him. Tell me " what 
shall thy wages be ?" After Jacob had been his servant for ten years, 
he proposed to set up for himself, but Laban said "Appoint me. thy 
wages and I will give Ic," and he paid him his price. During the 
twenty years that Jacob was a servant, he always worked for wages 
and at his own price. Gen. xxix. 15, 18 ; xxs. 28—33. The case 
of the Gibeonites, .vho, after becoming servemts, still occupied their 
cities, and remained in many respects, a distinct people for centuries ;* 
and that of the 150,000 Canaanites, the servants of Solomon, who 
worked out their " tribute of bond-service" in levies, periodically re- 



ing of such things as MfiW make detection difficult. No doubt they steal ^now 
and then, and a gaping marv^el would it be if they did not. Why should they 
not follow in the footsteps of their masters and mistresses 1 Dull Scholars in- 
deed ! if, after so naany lessons from proficients in the art, who drive the busi- 
ness hy -wholesale, they, should not occasionally copy their betters, fall into, the 
fashion, and try their hand in a small way, at a practice which is the only 'per- 
viaivent and universal business carried on around them ! Ignoble truly ! never 
to feel the stirrings of high impulse, prompting to imitate the eminent pattern 
set before them in the daily vocation of " Honorables?' and " Elscellencies," and 
to emulate the illustrious examples of Doctors of Divinity, and Right and Very 
Reverends ! Hear President Jeffeison's testimony. In his Notes on Virginia, 
pp. 207-8, speaking of slaves, he says, " That disposition to theft with which 
they have been branded, must be ascribed to th.QV£ situation, and not to anV 
special depravity of the moral sense. It is a problem which I give the .master 
to solve, whether the religious precepts against the violation of property were 
not framed for him as well as for his slave — and whether the slave may not 
as justifiably take a little from one who has taken ALL from hba, as he may 
slay one who would slay himi" 

* The Npthinims, which name v/as afterwards given to the Gibeonites on ac- 
count of their being set apart for the service of the labemacle, h|d their own 
houses and cities and " dwelt every one in his own possessiop." Neh. «i. 3, SI : 
Ezra ii. 70; 1 Chron. ix. a. 
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iieving each other, are additional iKustrations of independence in the 
a^uisition and ownership of property. 
Again. Tk6 Israelites often Wed servants &om the strangers. 

Deut» 7Jsir> 17. 

Since then it is certain that they gave wagev to a pari of their Caoaaa- 
itish servants, thus recc^nizing their righi to a reward for their labory 
we infer that they did not roh the rest of their earnings. ^ 

If God gave them a license to make the strangers work for them 
without pay— -if this was good and acceptable in £Gs sight, and r^M 
and just in itself^ they must have been great fools to have wasted their 
money by paying wages when they could have saved it, by making the 
strangers do all their work for nothing ! Besides, by refusing to avail 
themselves of this Divine license," they despised the blessing and 
cast contempt on the giver ! But far be it from us to do the Israelites 
injustice ; perhaps they seized all the Canaanites they could lay their 
hands on, and forced them to work without pay, but not being able to 
catch enough to do their work, were obliged to offer wages in order to 
eke out the supply ! 

The parable of our Lord, contained in Mat. xviii. 28 — 34, not only de, 
rives its significance &om the &ct, that servants can both own and otee 
and earn property, over which th^had the control, but would be made 
a medley of contradictions on any other supposition. — 1. Their lord 
at ^ set time proceeded to "take account" and "reckon" with his ser- 
vants ; the phraseology itself shoT/icg th&t the relations between the 
parties, were those of debt and crtd't. , 2. As the reckoning went on, 
one of his servants was found to owe him ten thousand talents. From 
the fact that the servant owed this to his master, we naturally infer, that 
he must have been at some time, and in some way, the responsible 
cwner of that amount, or of its substantial equivalent. Not that he had 
had that amount put into his hands to invest, or disburse, in his master's 
name, merely as his agent, for in that case no claim of deit for value 
received would lie, but, that having sustained the responsibilities of legal 
proprietorship, he was under the liabilities resulting therefrom. 3. Not 
having on hand wherewith to pay, he says to his master " have patience 
with me and I mill pay ihee aU."* If the servant had been his master's 
property, his time and earnings belonged to the master as a matter of 
course, hence the promise to earn and pay over that amount, was vir- 
tually saying to, his master, " I will take money out of your pocket 
with which to pay ray debt to you," thus adding insult to injury. The 
promise of the servant to pay the debt on condition that the time for 
I^yment should be-^tpdned, not only proceeds upon the fact that his 



time was his omit that he was constantly earning praperty or in cvs- 
cumstances that enahled him to earn it, and that he was the proprietor pi 
his earnings, but that his master had^uU hmoledge of that fact. — -In a 
word, the supposition that tko nutter v,a3 the osCTiej* of the servant, 
would annihilate all legal claim upon hS a for value received, and that 
the servant was the property of the master, would absolve him firom all 
obligations of debt, or rather would always ybrastoS such obligations—for 
the relations of ovraer and creditor in such case, would annihilate each 
other, as would those of property anr '^ehtor. The fact thai the same 
servant was the creditor of one of ia fellow servants, wlo owed him 
a considerable sum, and that at last he was imprisoned until he should 
pay all that was due to his master, are additional corroborations of the 
^une point. 

IV* HErasmp. — Servants frequently inherited their master's proper- 
ty ; especially if he had no sons, or if they had dishonored the family. 
Eliezer, the servant of Abraham, Gren. xv. 23 ; Ziba, the servant of 
Mephibosheth ; Jarha, the servant of Sheshan, who married his daugh« 
ter, and thus became his heir, he having no sons, and the husiandmn 
who said of their master's son, "this is the ebib, lot us kill him, and 
the iNHBSiTANCE w^J. BE OUB^" are illustrations ; also Prov. xsx, 23, 
an handmaid (or nudd-servatUf) that is heir to her mistress; also Prov. 
xvii. 2 — A wise servant shall have rule over a son that causeth 
shame, and SHALt. havb pabt of the inheritancb among tbb bkbth- 
BEN." This passage gives servants precedence as heirs, even over the 
wives and daughters of their masters. Did masters hold by force, and 
plimder of earnings, a class of persons, from which, in frequent con- 
tingences, they selected both heirs for their property, and husbands 
for their daughters? 

Vo All WSKB ESQ,mBBD to PSESENT OPFEBINGS and SACEmCESc 

Beut. xvi. 16, 17 ; 2 Chron. xv. 9--11 ; Numb. ix. 13, 14. Beside this, 
" every man" from twen^ years old and above, was required to pay 
a tax of . half a shekel at the taking of the census ; this is caBed ** a^f 
ofiering unto the Lord to make an atonement for their souls," Ej?i.' 
sxx. 12 — 16. See also Ex. xxxiv, 20. Servants must have had pey- 
manently the means of acqmrii^ property to meet these expenditures. 

VI. SeBVAMTS who went out at THB seventh TEAB, WEBB ** FPB- 

KiSHED LiBBBALLY." Deut. XV. 10 — 14. « Thou shalt furnish him Ube- 
rally out of thy flock, and out of thy floor, and out of tiiy wine press, of 
that wherevwth the Lord thy God hath blessed thee, thou shalt give him."* 

"■ _ ' ' ■ ■ ^ I 

* The comment of Maimooides on this passage is as Allows—" ' Thou shalt 
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!f it be said tliat the servants from the Strangers did not receive a like 
bountiful supply, we answer, neither did the most honorable class of 
lermliiish servants, the free-holders ; and for the same reason, thetf 
did not go out in the seventh year, but continued until the jubilee. If the 
fact that the Gentile servants did not receive such a graiidiy proves 
that they were robbed of tlieir earnings, it proves that the most valued 
class of Sebreio servants were robbed of theirs also ; a conclusion too 
stubborn for even pre -slavery mas'acators. however unscrupulous. 

VII. Servants were bought. In other words, they received com- 
pensation in advance,* Having shown, under a previous head, that 
servants sold themselves, and of course received the compensation for 
themselves, except in cases where parents hired out the time of their 
children till they became of age,f a mere reference to the fact is all 
that h required for the purposes of tliis argument. As all the stmngers 
in the land were required to pay em armual tribute to the government, 
the Israelites might often " buy" them as family servants, by stipulating 
with them to pay their annual tribute. This assumption of their obliga- 
tioos to tlie government might cover the whole of the servant's time of 
service, or a part of it, at the pleasure of the parties. 

vin. The bight op seevakts so compensation is hecognised in 
Ex. xxi. 27. "And if he smite out his man-servant's, or his maid-ser- 
vant's tooth, he shall let him go free for his tooth's sake." " This regu- 
lation is manifestly based upon the rigJU of the servant to the tise of 



fp,nush him. liberally,' &c. That is to say, * Loading, ye shall load him ' like- 
wIm! every ope of Wt; family with as much as he can iake with him — abundant 
benefi'.^. And if it be avaricioxisly asked, ' How much must I give hij^a V I 
say unio you, not less than thirty shekels, which is the valuation of a servant, as 
decJared in Zx. ixi. 32." — Maimonides, EUIcoth Obedim, Chap. ii. SetoS. 

*Bnt, sayt the objector, if servants received their pay in advance, andif thai 
Israelites Nverc forbidden to surrender the fugitive to his master, it wonld ope? 
rate prat^iicaily as a bounty offered to all servants who would leave theirmas- 
ter's service encouraging them to make contracts, get their pay in advance and 
then run away, iho-s' cheating their mjusters out of their money as well as their 
cvr services.— We answer, the prohibition, Deut ixin. 15. 16, " Thou .shalt not 
deliver unto his masfter," &c., sets the servant free from 'ins authority anA of 
coarso, fro-a all those liabilities of injury, to which as his servant, he was 
subjected, bta not from the (^ligation of legal contracts. If the servant had 
n?ceivcd pay in advaiice, and had not rendered an equivalent for this "value 
received," he was not absolved from his obligation to do so, but he was ab- 
solved from, all obligations to pay his master in that particidar way, that is, 
% v^rLi4t£ fur htJ^as his servant. 

t Araon^ the Israelites^ girls became of age at twelve, and boys at thirteen 
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himself and all his powers, faculties and personsii convenioaces, and 
consequently his just claini for remuneration, upon iiim, who should 
however mintentiomlh/, deprive him of the use even of the least of them. 
If the servant had a right to his iooth mi the use of it, upon the same 
principle, he had a right to the rest of his body and the use of it. If 
he had a right to the Jracuon^ and if it was his to hold, to use, and to 
have pay for ; he had a right to the mm total, and it was his to hold, to 
use, and to have pay for. 

IX. We find JXASrERS at ONTB tike having a tAEGE SUMBER OP SEK- 
VANTS, AND AFTKBWARDS NONE, WITH NO INTIMATION IN ANY CASE THAT 

THEY wsHE 30LD. The W£iges of servants would enable them to set up 
in busmess for themselves. Jacob, after being Laban's servant for 
twenty-one years, 'iecame thus an independent herdsman, and had 
many servants. Gen. xxx. 48; ssxii, 16. But all these servants liad left 
him befcre he went down into Egjrpt, having doubtless acquired enough 
to commence business for themselves. Gen. xlv. 10, 11 ; xlvi. 1—7, 
32. The case of Ziba, the servant of Mephibosheth, who bad twenty 
servants, has been already mentioned. 

X. God's testimony to the character of Abraham. Gren. xviii. 19. 
" For I know him that he wrll command his children and his household 
after him, and tliey shall keep the way of the Lord to do justice 
AND JUDGMENT." God here testifies that Abraham taught his ser- 
vants " the way of the Lord." What was the " way of the Lord" re. 
specting the payment of wages where service was rondered? « Wo 
imto him that useth his neighbor's service without wages !" Jer: 
xxii. 13. " Masters, give unto your servants that which is just and 
EquAL." Col. iv. 1. " Render unto all their DUES." Rom. xiii. 7. 
" Thfa laborer is worthy of his hire." Luke x, 7. How did Abra- 
ham teich his servants to "dojustiee** to others? By doirtg injustice 
to them ? Did he exhort them to " render to all their dues" by keep- 
irg back their own ? Did he teach them that ** xhe laborer was worthy 
or his hire" by robbing them ottheirs ? Did he beget in them a reve- 
rsncia for honesty by pilfering all their time and labor ? Did he teach 
them **not to defraud" others "in any matter" by iienying /ft«»i**what 
was juit and equal V If each of Abraham's pupils lauSsr such a cate- 
chism did not become a very ilris<«fes in justice, then illustriotis e^^^ 
amples, patriarchal dignity, and pratHcal lessons, can make but slow 
headway against human perverseness ! - 

XI. Specific precepts of the Mosaic law enforcing (3enerai. 
principles. Out of many, we select the foll6wi^: (1.) "Thou 
shalt not muzzle the ox when he treadeth but tl^ com." Deut. xxv. 4. 
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Here is a geaorai principle applied to a familiar caso. The oxrepro- 
aenting all domestic animals. Isa. xsx. 24. A particular kind of ser- 
vice, aU kinds ; and a law requiring an abundant provision for the 
wants of an animal ministering to man in a certain way,— a general 
principle of treatmeut covering all times, modes, and instiounentalities 
of service. The object of the law was j not merely to enjoin tender- 
nesfi towards brutes, but to inculcate the duty of rewarding those who 
senrp us ; and if such care be enjoined, by God, both for the ronple 
sustenance and ^>resent enjoyment of a hrute, what would be a meet 
return for the services of man ?•— mah with his varied wants, exalted 
nature and immortal destiny ! Paul says expressly, that this principle 
lies at the bottom of the statute. I Cor. ix. 9, 10, " For it is written 
in the law of Mosea, Thou shalt not muzzle the mouth of the ox that 
treadeth out the corn. Doth Grod take care for oxen ? Or saith he 
it altogether for ouh sakes 1 that he that ploweth should plow in hope, 
and that he that thresheth in hope should be pabtakbr of his hops." 
In the context, Paul iuaumerates tlie four grand divisions of labor 
among the Jews ic illustration of the principle that the laborer, wlmt- 
ever may be ihs serrice he performs, is entitled to a reward. The 
priests, Levites and all engaged in sacred things — ^the military, those 
who tended flocks and herds, and those who cultivated the soil. As 
the latter employment engaged the great body of the Israelites, tiie 
Apostle amplifies his illustration imder that head by much detail—and 
enumerates the five great departments of agricultural labor among 
the Jews — ^vine-dressing, plowing, sowing, reaping and threshing, as 
the representatives of universal labor. In his epistle to Timothy, I 
Tim. V. 18. Paul quotes again this precept of the Mosaic law, and 
connects v/ith it the declaration of our Lord. Luke x. 7, ♦* The laborer 
is worthy of his hire,"— as both inculcating the same doctrine, that he 
who labors, whatever the employment, or whoever the laborer, is en- 
titled to a reward. The Apostle thus declares the principle of right 
respecting the performance of service for others, and the rule of duty 
towaxds those who perform it, to be the same under both dispensations. 
(2.) " If thy brother be waxen poor, and ibdlen in decay with thee, 
then thou shalt relieve him, yea though he be a stbangeb or a so- 
jouBNEB that he may live with thee. Take thou no usury of him, or 
increase, but fear thy God. Thou shalt not give him thy money upon 
usury, nor lend him tliy victuals for increase." Lev. sxv. P5— 37. 
Nov/, we asL/ by wlmt procetjs of pro.slavery legerdemain, tliis regu- 
lation can be made to harmomze with the doctrine of wobe without 
PAY? Did Gtod declaim the poor straoger entitled to B2LiBF,and in 



the same breath, authorize them to *' ase his service without wages 
force him to work and eob eim of his eabninss 1 

rV.— WERE MASTERS THE PROPRIETORS OF SER- 
VANTS AS LEGAL PROPERTY 1 

Thia topic has been unavoidably somewhat anticipated, in the fore- 
going discussion, but a variety of additional conaiderations remain to be 
noticed. 

I. SEEVAi JTS WEEK NOT SUBJECTED TO THS USES NOE MABLK TO 

THE coNTiNGSNciES OF PEOPSBTy. 1. They weTC never taken in pay 
meni for their masters' debts. Children were sometimes taken (without 
legal authority) for the debts of s father. 2 Kings iv. 1 ; Job xxiv. 9 ; 
Tsa. I. 1 ; Matt, xviii. 25. Creditors took from debtors property of 
all kinds, to satisfy their demands. Job xxiv. 3, cattle are talten ; Prov. 
3xii. 27, household fixmiture ; Lev. xxv. 25 — ^28, the productions of 
the soil J Lev. xxv. 27 — 30, houses ; Ex. xxii. 26, 27 j Deut. xxiv* 
10 — 13 ; Matt. v. 40, clothing ; but serotmte were taken in no instance^ 
2. Servants were tiever given as •pledges. Properbf of all sorts waa 
pledged for value received ; household fur iiture, clothing, cattle, money, 
signets, personal ornament ^c, but no servants, 3. Servatds were not 
ptit into the hands of others, <^t- consigned to their keeping. The precept 
giving directions how to proceed in a case where property that has life is 
delivered to another " to keep," and "it die or be hurt or driven away," 
enumerates oxen, asses, sheep or " any heast," but not servants. Ex. xxii. 
10. 4. All lost properly was to be rtsiored. Oxen, asses, sheep 
raiment, and " all lost things," are specified— servants noL Deut. xxii 
1 — 3. Besides, the Israelites were forbidden to return the runaway 
servant. Deut. sxiii. 15. 5. Servants tsere not sold. When by flag- 
rant misconduct, unfaithfulness or from whatever cause, they had justly 
forfeited their privilege of membership in an Israeliiish femily, they 
were not sold, but expelled from the household. Ltake xvL 2--4 ; 2 
Kings Y. 20, 27 ; Gen. xxi. 14. 6 The Israelites Tiever received ser- 
vants as tribute. At different times all the nations round about them 
were their tributaries and paid them annually large amounts; Tfesy 
received property of all kinds in payment of tribute. Gold, silver, brassj 
iron, precious stones, andvessels, armor, spices, raiment, harness, horsesi 
mules, sheep, goats,&;Ci, are in various places enumerated, but servants, 
never. 7. The Israelites never gave, away their serpants as presents. 
They made costly presents, of great variety. Lands, houses, all kinds 
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of domestic anisials, beds, merchaadize, family utensils, precious metals, 
grain, honey, butter, cheese, fruits, oil, wine, raiment, armor, &c., are 
among their recorded gifts.^ Giving presents to superiors and persona 
of rank, was a standing usage. 1 Sam. x. 27 ; svi. 20 ; 2 Chron. 
xvii. 5. Abraham to Abimelech, Gen, xxi. 27 ; Jacob to the viceroy 
of Egypt, Gen. xliii. 11 ; Joseph to his brethren and father, Gen. 
xlv. 22, 23 ; Benhadad to Elisha, 2 Kings viii. 8, 9 ; Ahaz to Tiglath 
Pilezer,2 Kings vi. 8; Solomon to the Q,ueen of Sheba, 1 Kings x. 13 ; 
Jeroboam to Ahijah, 1 Kings xiv. 8 ; Asa to Benhadad, 1 Kings xv. i8, 
19. Abigail the wife of Nabal to David, 1 Sam. xxv. 18. David to the 
elders of Judah, 1 Sam. xxx. 26. Jshoshaphat to his sons, 2. Chron. 
xxi. 3. The Israehtes to David, 1. Chon. xii. 39, 40. Shobi Machir 
and Barzillai to David, 2. Sam. xvii. 28, 29. But no servants were given 
as presents, though it was a prevailing fashion in the surrounding na- 
tions. Gen. xii. 16, xx. 14. In the last passage we are told that Abi- 
melech king of the Philistines ^' took sheep and oxen and men servants 
and wciiaen servants and gave them uiito Abraham." Not long after 
this Abraham made Abimelech a present, the same kind with that which 
he had received from him except that he gave him no servants. " And 
Abraham took sheep and oxen and gave them unto Abunelech." Gen, 
xxi. 27. It may be objected that Laban " gave" handmaids to his 
daughtei-s, Jacob's wives. Without enlarging on the nature of the poly- 
gamy then prevalent, suffice it to say that the handmaids of wives were 
regarded as wives, though of inferior dignity and authority. That 
Jacob so regarded his handmaids, is proved by his curse upon Reuben, 
Geo. xlix. 4, and 1 Chron. v. 1 ; also by the equality of their children 
with those of Rachel and Leah. But had it been otherwise — had Laban 
given them as ardchs of 'property^ then, indeed, the example of this 
" good old slaveholder and patriarch," Saint Laban, would have been 
a forecloser to all argument. Ah ! we remember his jealousy for 
religion — his holy indignation when he found that his " gods" were 
stolen I How he mustered his clan, and plunged over the desert in 
hat pursuit seven days by forced marches ; how he ransacked a whole 
caravan, sifting thjB contents of every tent, little heeding such small mat- 
texs as domestic privacy, or female seclusion, for lo i the zeal of his 
«* istASBs" had eaten him up ! No wonder that slavery, in its Bible- 
oavigatioii, driftiDg dismantled before the free gusts, should scud under 
the lee of such a pious worthy to haul up and refit ; invoking his pro- 
tection, and ihiB benediction, of his " gods ! " Again, it may be object- 
ed that, servants were enumerated in inventories of property. If that 
jjTOVPS temmtg property, it proves mves property. " Thou shall not 
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covet thy neighbor's house, thou shall not covet thy neighbor's wife, 
nor his man-servaiit, nor his maid-servaat, nor his ox, nor his ass, nor 
any tiling that is thy neighbor's." Ex. xx. 17. In inventories of 
mere property, if servants are included, it is in such a way as to show 
that they are not regarded as property. Ecci. ii. t, 8. But when the 
design is to show, not merely the wealth, but the greatness and pomr 
of any one, sei-vants are spoken of, as well as propeity. In a word, 
if riches alone are spoken of, no mention is made of servants ; if ^eaf- 
ness, servants and property. Gen. xiii. 2, 5. "And Abraham was very 
rich in cattle, in silver, and in gold." Yet we are told, in the verse 
preceding, that he came up out of Egypt " with all that he had." 
" And Lot also had flocks, and herds, and tents," In the seventh verse 
servants are mentioned, " And there was a strife between the heedmen 
of Abraham's cattle and the heedmen of Lot's cattle." It is said of 
Isaac, " And the man waxed great, and went forward, and grew until he 
became very great. For he had possession of flocks, and possession of 
herds, and great store of servants," In immediate connection with this 
we find Abimelech the king of the Philistines saying to him. " Thou 
art much mightier than we." Shortly after this avowal, Isaac is waited 
upon by a deputation consisting of Abimelech, Phicol the chief captain 
of his army, and Ahuzzath, who says to him " Let there be now an 
oath betwixt us and thee, and let us make a covenant with thee, that 
thou wilt do us no hurt," G-en, xxvi. 18, 14, 36, 28, 28, 29. — A 
plain concession of the power which Isaac had both for aggression 
and defence in his " great store of servants that is, of willing and afiec- 
tionate adherents to him as a just and benevolent prince. When 
Hamor and Sheckem speak to t' e Hivites of the riches of Abreiham 
and his sons, they say, " Shall I their caUlemd their suhstanee md 
every beast of theirs be ours V Gen. xxxiv. 28. See also Josh, xxii. 8 ; 
Gen. xxxiv; 23 ; Job. xlii. 12 ; 2 Chron. xxi. 3 ; xxxii. 27 — ^20 ; Job. 
1. S — 5 ; -Deut, viii, 12—17 ; Gen, xxiv. 35 ; xxvi. 13 ; sxx, 48. Jacob's 
wives say to him, " All the riches which God has taken from our father 
that is ours and our children's." Then follows an inventory of pro- 
perty— " All his cattle," « all his goods," « the cattle of his getting.'^ 
His numerous servants are noi included with his property. Comp. 
Gen.. XXX. 43, with Gen. xxxi. 16 — 18. When Jacob sent messen> 
gers to Esau, wishing to impress him with an idea o^ his state 
and sway, he bade them tell him not oxily of his biohbs, bui of bis 
GREATNESS ; that he had " oxen, and asses, and flocks, and men-sar- 
vants, and raaid-servanis." Gen. xxxii. 4, 5. Yet in the present which 
he sent, there were no servants ; though he aaaniff^tly selected the 
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mosi mhiahk kinds oi' i>ro^otty. Gen. sxxii. 24.15; see also Oon. 
xsxvi. 6, 7 ; xJixiv, 23. As flocks und herds were tho staples of 
wealth, a largo number of sorvunts piesupposod largo possossioiw of 
cattle, which would require many hordsnion. When Jacob and hia 
sons went down into Egypt it iw repeatedly assorted thai ihoy took ali 
that they hid, "Their cattle and their goods v/hich thsy had gotten in 
tho land of Canaan,** thoir flocks and their herds" aro meniioncd, but 
no servants. And es we have besidca a full catalogue of tlio Imutehold, 
wo know that ho took with him no servants. That Jacob had- many 
servants bwforo his migration into Egypt, wo learzi from Gen. xxs. 48 j 
xxxii. 5, 16, 19. That ho was not tho proprietor of these servanta 
as his property is a probable inferonco from tho fact that he did 
not take them with him, since we aro expressly told that ho did tako 
all his J^r/>per^y. Gren. xlv. lOjxIvi. 1, 32; xlvii. 1. When servants 
aro spoken of in c< jection with mere propertyt tho terms used to 
express tho latter d/ not include the former. Tho Hebrew word 
miknti is ^n illustration. It is derived from kanot to procure, to 
buy, and its meaning is, a possession, wealth, riches.. It occurs more 
than forty tinies in tho Old Testament, and is applied always to mer@ 
property, generally to domestic animals, but never to servants. In 
some instances, servants aro mentioned in distinction from tho miknS, 
" And Abraham took Sarali his wife, and Lot his brother's son. and 
all their substance that they had gathered ; and the souls thai iy 
had gotten in Haran, and they went forth to go into the land of 
Canaan." Gen. sii. 5. Many will have it, that these souls were a 
part of Abraham's substance (notwithstanding the pains here token 
to separate them from it) — that they were slaves taken with him in 
his migration as a part of his family effects. Who but slaveholders, 
either actually or in heart, would torture into the principle anc' practice 
of slavery, such a harmless phrase as the souls thai they had gofien ?" 
Until the African slave trade breathed its haze into the eyes of tho 
church and smote her with palsy and decay, commentators saw no slavery 
in, " The souls that they had gotten." In the Targum of Onkelos* 



» The Targonss are Chaldee paraphrases of parts of the Old Testament. The 
Targom of Onkelos is, for the most part, a very accurate and faithful transla- 
tirtd of the original, and was probably made at aboit the commencement of the 
Cnristian era. Tjie Targum of Jonathan Ben Uzziel, bears about the same 
date. The Targicm of Jerusalem was probably about five hundred years later. 
The Israelites, during their captivity in Babylon, lost, as a body, their own lan- 
gnage. These translations into the Chaldee, the language which they acquired 
in Babylon, were thus called for by the nec<?ssity of the case. 
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it is rendered, " The soula whom they had brought to obey the law 
in Haran." In the Targum of Jonatlian, «* The souls whom they had 
made proselytes in Haran." In the Targum of Jerusalem, " The souls 
proselyted in Haran." Jarchi, the prince of Jewish commentators, " The 
souls whom the J had brought under the Divine ^mga." Jerome, one of the 
most learned of the Christian fathers, " The persons whom they had 
proselyted." The Persian version, the Vulgate, the Syriac, the Arabic, 
and tlie Samaritan all render it, " All the wealth which they had gather- 
ed, and the souls which they had ro'»^de in Haran." Menochius, a com- 
mentator who wrote before our present translation of the Bible, ren- 
ders it, "Quas do idolatraria converterant." "Those whom they had 
converted from idolatry." Paulas Fagius,* "Quas instituerant in re- 
ligione." "Those whom they had established in religion." Luke 
Francke, a German commentator who lived two centuries ago, " Gluas 
iegi subjicerant." — "Those whom they had brought to obey tliO law," 
The same distinction is made between persons and propertj', in the enu- 
meration of Esau's household and the inventory of his effects. " And 
Esau took his wives and his sons and bis daughters, and all the •persons 
of his house, and lus cattle, and all his beasts, and all his substance 
which he had got in the land of Canaan, and went into the country from 
the face of his brother Jacob. For their riches were more than that 
they might dwell together; and the land could not bear them because 
of their cattle J* Gen. xxxvi. 6, 7. 
11. The condition and social estimation of servants make the 

DOCTBINE THAT THEY WEES COjejiODITlES, AN ABSUEDITy. As t!ie head 

of a Jewish family possessed the same power over his wife, children, 
and grandchildren (if they were in his family) as over his servants, if 
the latter were articles of property, the former were equally such. If 
there were nothing else in the Mosaic Institutes or history establishing 
the social equality of the servants with their masters and their master's 
wives and children, those precepts which required that they should be 
guests at all the public feasts, and equal participants in the family and 
social rejoiciiigs, would be quite sufficient to setUe the question. Deut. 
xii. 12, 18 ; xvi. 10, 11, 18, 14. Ex. sii. 43, 44. St. Paul's tes. 
timouyin Gal. iv. 1, shows the condition of servants: "Now I say unto 
you, that the heir, so long as he is a cbUd, ciffeesth n&mma from a 



»This eminent Hebrew scholar was invited to England to soiierintend the 
translation of the Bible into English, mder the patronage of Henry the Eighth. 
He had hardly commenced the work when he died. This was nearly a 
century before the (kte of oxu: present translation. 
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SERVANT, though he lord of all." . That the interests of Abraham's 
servants were identified with those of their master's family, and that 
the utmost confidence was reposed in them, is shown in their being 
armed. Gen. xiv. 14, 15. When Abraham's servant went to Pada- 
naram, tiie young Princess Rebecca did not disdain to say to him, 
"Drink, MY Lord," as "she hasted and let down her pitcher upon her 
hand, and gave him drink." Laban, the brother of Rebecca, " ungird- 
ed his camels, and brought him water to wash his feet, and the men's 
feet that were with him !" Jn the arrangements of Jacob's household 
on his journey from Padanaram to Canaan, we find his two maid ser- 
vants treated in the same manner and provided with the same accom- 
modations as Rachel and Leah. Each of them had a separate tent 
appropriated to her use. Gen. xxxi. 33, The social equality of ser- 
vemtg with their masters and other members of their master's families, 
is an obvious deduction from Ex. xxi. 7, 10, from which we learn that 
the sale of a young Jewish female as a serviuit, was also hetrothed as a 
vxife, either to her master, or to one of his sous. In 1 Sam. ix. is an 
account of a festival in the city of Zuph, at, which Samuel presided. 
None but those bidden, sat down at the feast, and only "about thirty 
persons" were invited. Quite a select party ! — ^the elite of the city. 
Saul and his servant had just arrived at Zuph, and ho^ of them, at Sa- 
muel's solicitation, accompany him as invited guests. " And Samuel 
took Saul and his servaiit, and brought them into the parlor (!) emd 
madessTHEat sit in the chiefest seats among those that were bidden." 
A servant invited by the chief judge, ruler, and prophet in Israel, to 
dine publicly with a select party, in company with his master, wliS was 
at the same time anointed King of Israel ! and this servant introduced 
by Samuel into the parlor, and assigned, with his master, to the chief- 
est seat at the table ! This was "o?i« of tlie servants" of Kish, Saul's 
fad ,• not the steward or the chief of them— not at all a picked man, 
but " one of the servants ;" my one that could be most easily spared, as 
no endowments specially rare would be likely to find scope in looking 
after asses. David seems to have been for a time in all respects a ser- 
vant in Saul's family. He " stood, lefore Jdm.^^ " And Saul sent to 
Jesse, saying, let David, I pray thee, stand before me." He was Saul's 
personal servant, went on his ^ 'errands, played on the harp for his 
amusement, bore his armor for him, and when he wished to visit his 
parents, asked permission of Jonathan, Saul's son. Saul also calls him 
"my servant." 1 ^mi. nvi. 21— 23; xviii. 5; xx. 5, 6j xxii. 8, 
Yet Bavid sat with the king at meat, married^ 
on terms of the closest intimacy with the heir apparent of the throne 
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Abimelech, who was first elected king of Shethefm, eiid afterwards 
reigned over ali Israelt was the 3m of a SiAiD-ssEVANT. His mother's 
family seems to have been of much note in the city of Shechem, where 
her brothers manifestly held great sway. Judg. ix, 1-^, 18. Jarha, 
an Egyptian, the servant of Sheshan, K^arried his daughter. Tobiah.- 
"the servant" and an Ammonite married the daughter of Shecaniah 
one of the chief men among the Jews in Jerusalem and was the intimate 
associate of Sanballat the governor of the Samaritans. We find Elah, 
the King of Isriael, at ■ festive entertainment, in the house of Arza, his 
steward, or head servant, with whom he seems to have been on terms 
of familiarity. 1 Kings xvi. 8, 9. See also the intercourse between 
Gideon and his servants. Judg. vi. 27, and vii. 10, 11. The Levite 
of Mount Ephraim and his servant. Jud. xx. 8, 9, 11, 13, 19, 
21, 23. King Saul and his servant Doeg, one of his herdmen. 1 
Sam. XX. 1, 7; 'xxii. 9, 18, 22. King David and Ziba, the servant 
of Mephibbsheth. 2 Sam. xvi, 1-^. Jonathan aind his servant. 1 
Sam. xiv. 1—14. Elisha and his servant, Gehaad. 2 Kings iv. v. vi. 
Also between Joram king of Israel and the servant of Elisha. 2 Kings 
viii. 4, 5, and between Naaman " the Captain of the host of the king of 
Syria" and the same person. 2 Kings v. 21 — 23. The fact stated under 
a: previous head that servants were always invited guests at public and 
social festivals, is in perfect keeping with the foregoing exemplifications 
of the prevalent estimation in which servants were held by the Isriaelites. 

Probably no one of the Old. Testament patriarchs had mor% ser- 
vants than Job; "This man was the greatest man of all the men of 
the east." Job, i. 3. We are not left in the dark as to the condition 
of his servants. After asserting his integrity, his strict justice, fionesty, 
and equity, in his dealings with his fellow men, and declaring **i deliv- 
ered the poor," " I was eyes to the blind and feet was I to the lame," 
" I was a father to the poor, and the cause which I J-new not I searched 
out," * * *., he says "If I did despise the cause of my man-servant 
or my maid-servant when they contended with me * * * then let mine 
arm fall from the shoulder blade, and mine arm be broken from the 
bone." Job. xxix, 12, 15, 16 ; xxxi. 18, 552. The language em« 
ployed in this passage is the phiraseology applied in judicial proceedings 
to those who implead one anothfer, iana whether it be understood lite- > 
rally or figuratively, shows that whatever difference ejd^ted between 
Job and his servants in other respects, so far as rigkia ^re concerned, 
they were on equal ground witiii him, and that in the matter of daily 
^^tercourse, there was not the least restraint on their ^ee^peecft in call- 
ing in qubstioa ill his ttearsaJctidia with t^m^ and that the r 
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and claims of both parties were sidjudicated on the principles of equity 
and reciprocal right. «^If ||^|^P»ifei the cause of my man-servant," 
&c. In other words, if I treated it lightly, as though servants were not 
men, had not rights, and had not a claun for just dues and just estima- 
tion as hiunan beings. " When they coiUended with me," that is, when 
they plead their rights, claimed what was due to them, or questioned 
the justice of any of my dealings with them. 

In the context Job virtually affirms as the ground of his just and 
equitable treatment of his servants, that they had the same rights as he 
had, and were, as human beings, entitled to equal consideration with him- 
self. By what language could he more forcibly utter his conviction of 
the oneness of their common origin and of the identity of their common 
nature, necessities, attribute and rights ? As soon as he has said, *♦ If 
I did despise the cause of my man-servant," &c., he follows it up with 
"What then shall I do when Grod raiseth up? and when he visiteth, 
what shall I answ er bun ? Did not he that made me in the womb, 
make him ? and did not one jiashion us in the womb." In the next 
verse Job glories in the tact that he has not " mtliheld from the poor 
iheir desire." Is it the " desire" of the poor to be compelled by the rich 
to work for them, and without jpoy ? 

lu. The case of the Gibeonitbs. The condition of the inhabitants 
of Gibeon, Chephirah, Beeroth, and Kiijathjearim, under the Hebrew 
commonwealth, is quoted in triimiph by the advocates of slavery; and 
truly tney are right welcome to all the crumbs that can be gleaned 
from it. Milton's devils made desperate snatches at fruit that turned 
to ashes on their lips. The spirit of slavery raves under tormenting 
gnawings, and casts about in blind phrenzy for something to ease, or 
even to mock them. But for this, it would never have clutched at the 
Gibeoniies, for even the incantations of the demon cauldron could not 
extract from their case enough to tantalize starvation's self. But to the 
question. What was the condition of the Gibeonites under the Israel- 
ites? 1. It was voluntary. Their ovra proposition to Joshua w^ j to 
become servants. Josh. ix. 8, 11. It was accepted, but the kind of 
service which they should perform, was not specified until their gross 
imposition came to light; they were then assigned to menial offices in 
» the Tabernacle. 2. They wei'e not domestic servants in the families of 
the Israelriiii, They still resided in their own cities, cultivated their 
own ^Ids, tended their flocks and herds, and exercised the functions of 
a distinctf though not independent community. They were subject to 
the Jewish nation aa tridiOaries. So far from being distributed amo^ 
the Israelites aucl their internal organization a& a distinct people ulM- 
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tshed, they remained a sepamte, and,^ iff some respects, an indepeadent 
community for many centuries. W5i^*^||tE£Cked by the Amorites, they 
applied to the Israelites as confederates for aid — it was rendered, their 
enemies routed, and themselves left unmolested in their cities. Josh, x, 
6 — 18. Long afterwards, Saul ale'y some of them, and God sent upon 
Israel a three years* famine for it. David inquired of the Gibeonites, 
" What shall I do for you, and wherewith shall I make the atonement ?" 
At their demand, he delivered up to them seven of Saul's descendants. 
2 Sam. xxi. 1 — 9. The whole transaction was a formal recognition 
of the Gibeonites m a distinct people. There is no intimation that 
they served either fainilies or individuals of the Israelites, but only the 
" house of God," or the Tabernacle. This was established first at 
Gilgal, a days* journey from their cities ; and then at Shiloh, nearly 
two days' journey from them; where it continued about 350 years. 
During this period the Gibeonites inhabited their ancient cities and 
territory. Only a few, comparatively, could have been absent at any 
one time in attendance on the Tabernacle. Wherever allusion is made 
to them in the history, the main body are spoken oi aaat home. It is 
preposterous to suppose that all the inhabitants of these four cities could 
find employment at the Tabernacle. One of them " was a great city, 
as one of the royal cities ;" so large, that a confederacy of five kings, 
apparently the most powerful in the land, was deemed necessary for 
its destruction. It is probable that the men were divided iuto classes, 
mmisteriiug in rotation— each class a few days or weeks at a time. As 
the priests whose assistemts they were, served by courses in rotation a 
week at a time ; it is not improbable thai their periods of service were 
so arranged as to correspond. This service was theit national tribute 
id the Israelites, for the privilege of residence and protection under 
their government. No service seems to have baen required of the fe- 
males. As these Gibeonites were Canaanites, and as they had greatly 
exasperated the Israelites by impudent imposition and lying, we might 
assuredly expect that they would reduce then to the condition of chat- 
tels, if there was any case in which God permitted them to do so. / ^ 

IV. Egyptian bondage analyzed. Throughout the Mosaic system, 
God warns the Israelites against holding their servants in such a CQn> 
dition as they were held in by the Egyptians. How often are they 
pointed back to the grindirigs of their prison-hoiise ! What motives to 
the exercise of justice and kindness towards their servants, are h§ld out 
to their fears in threatened judgments; to their h6pes in promised 
g^d ; and to a% within them th|t could feel, by those oft repeated 
v^s of tenderness and terror! «F6r ye weie bondmen in the land 
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of Egypt"— waldng mew the memory of tears and anguish, and of the 
wrath that avenged thera. But what was the hondage of the IsraeUtes 
in Egypt? Of what rights were they plundered and what did they re- 
tain? 

It lliev\~- ~<''iwtdi.^m=r!ip'l T: :-^^ of F'Pipt* hvt formed a 

separaie comrmndiy^ Gen. xlvi, 34. Ex, viii, 29, 24 ; ix. 26 ; x. 23 ; 
xi. 7 ; iv. 29 ; ii. 9 ; xvi. 23 : xvii. 5 ; vi. 14. 2. They had the exclu- 
sive possession of tJie land of Goshen,^ " the best part ofilie land" of 
Egypt. Gen. xlv. 18 ; xlvii. 6, 11, 27 ; Ex. viii 22 ; ix. 26 ; zii. 4. 
Goshen must have been at a considerable distance from those parts of 
Egypt inhabited by the Egyptians ; so far at least as to prevent then*" 
contact with the Israelites, smce the reason assigned for locating them in 
Goshen was, that shepherds were " an abomination to the Egyptians 
besides, their employments would naturally lead them out of the settled 
parts of Egypt to find a free range of pasturage for their immense flocks 
and herds. 3. Tlwy lived in permanent dwellings. These were houses, 
not tents. In Ex, xii, 7, 22, the two side posts, and the upper doorposts, 
and the lintel of the houses are mentioned. Each family seems to have 
occupied a house by itself. Acta vii 20. Ex. xii. 4 — and judging from 
the regulation about the eatuig of the Passover, they could hardly 
have been small ones, Ex. xii. 4; probably contained separate 
apartments, as the entertainment of sojourners seems to have 
been a common usage. Ex. iii. 23 ; and also places for conceal- 
ment. Ex. ii. 2, 3 ; Acts vii. 30. They appear to have- been 
v/ell apparelled. Ex. xii. 11. 4. Tliey mmed ^'flocks and 
herds," and " very much cattle.^' Ex. xii. 4, 6, 32, 37, 38. From the 
fact that " every man" was commanded to kill either a lamb or a kid, one 
year old, for the Passover, before tlie people left Egypt, we infer tnat 
even the poorest of the Israehtes owned a flock either of sheep or goats. 
Further, the immense multitude of their flocks and herds may be judged 
of from the expostulation of Moses with Jehovah. Num.iXiJ. 21, 22* 



• The Egyptians evidently had domestic servants living in their families ; 
these may have been slaves ; allusion is made lo them in Ex. ix. 14, 20, 21, and 
xi. 5. 

t The laad of Goshen, was a large tract of country, east of the Pelusianarm 
of the Nile, and between it and the head of the Red Sea, and the lower border of 
Palestine. The probable centre of that portion, occupied by the Israelites, could 
hardly have been less than sixty miles from the city. The border of Goshen 
nearest to Egypt must have been many miles distant. See " Exodus of the Is- 
raelites out of Egypt," an able article by Professor Robinson, in the Biblical 
Repository for October, 1832. 
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« The people among whom I am are six hundred thousand footmeiJi, and 
tliou hast said I v.'iil give them flesh that they rnay eat a whole month ; 
shall the flocks and the herds be slain for thera to stiffice theui." As 
these sk hundred thousand were only the meii " from I'venty years old 
and upward, that were able to go forth to war," Ex. i. 45, 46 ; the 
whole number oi the Israelites could not have been less than three mil- 
lions and a half. Flocks and herds to «* suffice" all these for food, might 
surely be called " very much cattle." 5. TheyJiadiheirown form* of 
government, and preserved their tribe and family divisions, and their in- 
ternal organization throughout, though still a province of Egypt, and tri- 
. lutary to it. Ex. ii. 1 ; xii. 19, 21 ; vi. 14, 25 ; v. 19 ; iii. 16, 18. 6. 
They liad in a considerable measure, the disposal of their awn time. Ex. 
iii. 16, 18 ; xii. 6 ; ii. 9 ; and iv. 27, 29—31. Tliey seem to liave prac- 
tised the fine arts. Ex. xxxii. 4 ; XXXV. 22, 35. 7. They were all armed. 
Ex. xxxii. 27. 8. . They held tlieir possessions independently, and the 
Egyptians seem to have regarded them as inviolable. No intimation is 
given that the Egyptians' dispossessed them of their habitations, or took 
away their flocks, or herds, or crops, or implements of agriculture, or 
any artic'e of property. 9. All the females seem, to have known 
something of domestic refinements. They were familiar with in- 
struments of music, and skilled in the working of fine fabrics. 
Ex. XV. 20 ; XXXV. 25, 26 ; and both males and females were 
able to read and write. Deut. xi. 18 — 20 ; xvii. 19 ; xxvii. 3. 
10. Service seems to have been exacted from Tione hut adult ^a^f r. 
Nothing is said from which the bond service of females could be in- 
ferred ; the hiding of Moses three months by his mother, and the 
payment* of wages to her by Pharaoh's daughter, go against such a 
supposition. Ex. ii. 29. 11. Their food was abundant and of great 
variety. So far from being fed upon a fixed allowance of a sing'le arti- 
cle, and hastily prepared, "they sat by the flesh-pots," and "did eat 
bread to the full." Ex. xvi. 3 ; and their bread was prepared with 
leaven. Ex. xii. 15, 39. They ate " the fish freely, the cucumbers, 
and the melons, and the leeks, and the onions, and the garlic." Num. 
xi. 4, 5 ; XX. 5. Probably but a small portion of the people were in 
the service of the Egyptians at any on3 time. The extent and variety 
of their own possessions, together with such a cultivation of their 
crops as would provide them with bread, and such care of their im- 
mense flocks and herds, as would secure their profitable increase, must 
have kept at home the main body of the nation. During the plague of 
darkness, God informs us that " all the children of Israel had light in 
their dwellings." We infer that they were tliers to enjoy it. See also 

8 
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Ex. k. 26. It seems improbable that the making of brick, the only 
service named during tlie iattcr part of their sojourn in Egypt, could 
have furnished permaaent employment for the bulk of the nation. See 
also Ex. iv. 29—31. Besides, whe.i Eastern nations employed tribu- 
taries, it was as now, in the use of tue levy, requiring them to furnish 
a given quota, drafted off periodically, so that comparatively but a 
small portion of the nation would be absent at any one time. The adult 
males of the Israelites were probably divided into companies, which re- 
lieved each other at stated intervals of weeks or months. It might 
have been during one of these periodic?! furloughs from service that 
Aaron performed the journey to Horeb. Ex. iv. 27. At the least 
calculation this journey must have consumed eight weeks. Probably 
one-fifth part of the proceeds of their labor was required of the Israel- 
ites in common with the Ej^ypticns. Gen. xlvii. 24, 26. Instead of 
taking it from their crops, (Goshen being better for pasturage) they ex- 
acted it of them in brick making ; and labor might have been exacted 
only from the poorer Israelites, the wealthy being able to pay their 
tribute in money. The fact that all the elders of Israel seem to have 
controlled their own time, (See Ex. iv. 29 ; iii. 16 ; v. 20,) favors the 
isupposition. Ex. iv. 27, 31. Contrast thib bondage of Egypt with 
American slavery. Have oar slaves " flocks and herds even very 
much cattle?" Do they live in commodious houses of their own, 
« sit by the flesh-pots," « eat fish freely," and « eat bread to the full" ? 
Do they live in a separate community, in their distinct tribes, under 
their own ralers, in the exclusive occupation of an extensive tract of 
country for the culture of their crops, and for rearing unmense herds of 
their own cavtle — and all these held inviolable by their masters 1 Are 
our female slaves free from exactions of labor and liabilities of out- 
rage ? or when employed, are they paid wages, as was the Israelitish 
woman by the king's daughter ? Have tltey the disposal of their own 
time, ar. ' tne means for cultivat'ug social refinements, for practising 
the fine arts, and for personal improvement? The Israelites ttn- 

DEE THE BONDAGE OF EgYPT, ENJOYED ALL THESE EIGHTS AND 

PRFViLEGES, True, " all the service wherein they made them serve 
was with rigor." But what was this when compared with the inces- 
sant toil of American slaves ; the robbery of all their time and earn- 
ings, Euid even the power to own any thing, or acquire any thing ?" 

a " quart of com a.day," the legal allowance of food !* their only 

< • 

, , 

* See law of North Carolina, Haywood's Manual 524-5. To sho^ that 

slaveholders are not better than their laws. We give a few testimonies. Rev. 

Thomas Clay, of Georgia, (a slaveholder,) in an address before the Georgia 
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clothing for -tua half tho year, " one shirt said me pair of pantu- 



presb>tery, in 1S34, speaking of the slave's a).lowance of food, says " The 
quantity allowed by custom is a pick of com a week.''' 

The Maryland Journal and Baltimore Advertiser of May 30, 1788, says, a 
single peck of corn a toeck, or the like measure of rice, is the ordinary quantity 
of provision for a hard-working slave; to which a small quantity of meat is 
occasionally, though rarely, added." 

The Gradual Emancipation Society of North Carolina, in their Report for 
1836, signed Moses Swaim, President, and WiUiam Swaim, Secretary, says, 
in. describing the condition of slaves in the Eastern part of that State, " The 
master puts the unfortunate wretches upon short allowances, scarcely sufficient 
for their sustenance, so that a greatpartof them go half naked and half starve^ 
much of the time." See Minutes of the American Convention, convened in 
Bahimore, Oct. 25, 1826. 

Rev. John Rankin, a native of Tennessee, and for many years a preacher in 
slave states, says of the food of slaves, " It often happens that what will barely 
keep them alive, is all that a cruel avarice will allow them. Hence, :n some 
instances, their allowance has been reduced to a single pint of com each, during 
the day and night. And some have no better allowance than a small portion of 
cotton seed ; while perhaps they are not permitted to taste meat so much as 
once in the course of seven years. Thousands of them, are pressed with the gnavj- 
ings of cruel hunger during their whole lives," Rankin's Letters oa Slavery, 
pp. 57, 58, 

Hon. Robert J. TurnbuU, of Charleston, S. C, a slaveholder, says, " The 
subsistence of the slaves consists, from March until Atigust, of corn ground 
into grits, or meal, made into what is called hominy, or baked into com bread. 
The other siz mouths, they are fed upon the sweet potatoe. Meat; "when given, 
is only by way of indvZgence or fazor." See " Refutation of the Calumnies cir- 
ciiWed against the Soiiihem and Western States," by a South Carolinian. 
Charleston, 1822. . 

Asa A. Stone, a theological student, residing at Natchez, Mississippi, wrote 
a letter to the editor of tl<; New York Evangelist in 1835, in which he f^ys, 
" Oa almost every plantation, the hands suffer more or less from hungti at 
some seasons of almost every year. There is always a good deal of suffering 
from hunger. On many plantations, and particularly in Louisiana, the slaves 
are in a condition of almost uUer famishment during a great portion of the year." 

At the commencement of his letter, Mr. S. says," Intending, as I do, that my 
statements shall be relied on, and knowing that, should you think fit to pabHsh 
this communication, they will come to this country, where their correctness 
may be tested by comparison with real life, I make them with the utmost care 
and precaution." 

President Edwards, the younger, in a sermon preached half a century ago, at 
New Haven, Conn., says, speaking of the allowance of food given to slaves-- 
" They are supplied with barely enough to Koep them from starving." 

In the debate on the Missouri question in tie TJ. S. Congress, 1819—20,, tho 
admission ofMissouritotheUnion, asa slave state, was urged, among other 
grounds as a measure ofhumanity to the slaves of the south. Mr. Smyth, amem- 
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loons !"* iwo hours and a half oxJy, for . rest and refreshment in the 
twenty-four !f — their dwellings, Jioveh, unfit for human residence, 



ber of Congress, from Virginia, and alarge slaveholder, said. "The plan of our 
opponents seems to be to confine the slave copulation tc the southern states, to the 
countries where sugar, cotton, and tobacco are cultivated. But, sir, by confining 
the slaves to a pan of the country whore crops are raised for exportation, and the 
bread and meat are purchased, you doom :'icm, to scarcity andhunger. Is it not 
obvious that the way to render their situation more comfortable is to allow 
them to be taken where there is not the same motive to force the slave to inces- 
%tNT TOIL that there is in the country where cotton, sugar, and tobacco are 
:;;^^ed for exportation. It is proposed to hem in the blacks where they are hard 
'^RKED and ILL FED, that they may be rendered unproductive and the race be 
prevented from increasing, * * * The proposed measure would be extreme 
CRDELTV to the blades. * * • You would ♦ * * doom them to scarcitt 
and HARD LABOR." — [Specch of Mr. Smyth, of Va., Jan. 28, 1820.]— See National 
Intelligencer. 

* See law of Louisiana, Martin's Digest, 6, 10. Mr.Bouldin, a Virginia slave- 
holder, in a speech in Congress, Feb. 16, 1835; (see National Intelligencer of 
that date,) said " he knew that many negroes ht^d died from exposure to wea- 
ther." Mr. E. adds, " they are clad in a flimsy fabric that will turn neither 
vAnd nik water." 

Rev. John Rankin says, in his Letters on slavery, page 57, " In every slave- 
holding state, Tnany slaves suffer extremely, both while they labor and while they 
sleep, for want of clothing to keep them warm. Oflea they are driven through 
frost and snow without either stocking or shoe, until the path they tread is 
died with their blood. And when they return to their miserable huts at night, .i 
they find not there the means of comfortable restj hxitonthe cold ground they 
must lie without covering, and shiver while they slumber." 

t See law of Louisiana, act of July 7, 1806, Martin's Digest, 6, 10—13. The 
law of South Carolina permits the master to compel his slaves to work fiftesn 
hours in the twenty-four, in summer, and fourteen in the winter — which would 
be in winter, from daybreak in the morning until four hours after sunset ! — 
See 2 Brevard's Digest, 243. The preamble of this law commences thus : 
" Whereas, many owners of slaves do confine them so closely to hard laJbor thai 
thiy have not sufficient tinie for natural rest: he iltheTe£ore enacted," &c. In a 
v/ork entitled " Travels in Louisiana in 1802," translated from the French, by 
John Davis, is the following teylimony under this head : — 

" The labor of Slaves in Louisiana is not severe, unless it be at the rolling 
of sugars, an interval of from two to three months, then they woTkbothnighi and 
day. Abridged of theii sleep, they scarce retire to rest during the whole 
period." See page 81. On the 87th page of the same work, the writer says, 
" Both in summer and winter the slaves must be in the field by the first dawn oj 
dm/.'" And yet he says, " the labor of the slave is not severe, except at the roll- 
ing of sugars 1" The work abounds in eulogies of slavery. 

In the " History of Sobth Carolina and Georgia," vol. 1, p. 120, is the fol- 
lowing: " So laborious is the task of raisinp b^aiing, and cleaning rice, that 
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vTith but one apartment, where both se3;es and all ages herd pronxd- 
cuously at eight, like the beasts of the field.* Add to this, the igno- 
rance, and degradation;! the daily sunderingsof kindred, the revftiries 



had it betn possible to obtain European servants in sufficient numbers, thou- 
sands and tens of thousands must have pekished." 
^ In an article on the agriculture of Louisiana, published in the second num- 
ber' of the " Western Review" is the following:—" The work is admitted to be 
severe for the hands, (slaves) requiring, when the process of making sugar is 
commenced, to be pressed night and day." 

Mr. Philemon Bliss, of Ohio, in his letters from Florida, in 1835, says, "The 
negroes commence labor by daylight in the morning, and excepting the 
plowboys, who must feeo and rest their horses, do not leave the field till 
dark in the evening." 

Mr, Stone, in his letter from Nat(^iez, an extract of which was given above, 
saj's, " ' . peneral rule on all regular plantations, that the slaves rise in sea- 
son iu v^c morning, to be in the field as soon as it is light enough for thftn to see to 
work, and remain there until it i"? so dark that they cannot see. This is the case 
at all seasons of the year," 

President Edwards, in the sermon already extracted from, says, " The slaves 
are kept at hard labor from^'ue o'clock in the morning till nine at night, except- 
ing time to eat twice during the day," 

Hon. R, J. Turnbull, a South Carolina slaveholder, already quoted, speak- 
ing of the hirvesting of cotton, says: " All ihe pregnant women even, on the 
plantation, and weak and sickly negroes incapable of other labor, are then 
reqmition." * * * See " Refutation of the Calumnies eirculatcd against 
thei*^ ' Western States," by a South Carolinian, 

.ate number of the " Western Medical Reformer" contains a dissertation 
by a Kentucky physician, on Cachexia Africana, or African ccnsnmption, in 
which the writer says — 

" This form of disease deserves more attention from the medical profession 
than it has heretofore elicited. Among the causes may be named the mode and 
manner in which the negroes live. They are crowded together in a small hut, 
sometimes having an imperfect, and sometimes no floor — and seldom raised from 
the ground, illy ventilated, and surrounded with filth. Their diet and cloth- 
, ing, are also causes which might be enumerated as exciting agents. They 
live on a coarse, crude and unwholesome diet, and are imperfectly clothed, 
both summer and winter ; sleeping upon filthy and frequently damp beds," 

Hoij . J. Turrh'il! of South Carolina, whose testimony on anotiier point 
has 1 • • n given above, sa^ s of the slaves, that they live in " clay cabins, with clay 
chimneys," &c, • Mr. Clay, a Georgia slaveholder, from whom an extract 
has been given already, says, speaking of the dwellings of the slaves, " Too 
many individuals of both sexes are crowded into one house, and the proper se- 
paration of apartments cannot be observed. That the slaves are insensibly to th^ 
evils arising from it, does not in the least lessen the unhappy consequences." 
Clay's Address before the Presbytery of (Georgia.— P. 13. 

t Rftv= 0. 0. Jones, late of Georgia, now Professor in the Theological Semi- 
nary at Columbia, South Carolina, made a report before the presbytery of 
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of lust the kce?&tk>uB and baptisms of blood, s&nctioiied by 'aw, and 
patfonized by public sentiment. "W hat was the bondage of Egypt 



Georgia, in 1833, on the moral condition of the slave popnlalion, which re- 
port was published under the direction of the presbytery. In that report Mr. 
Jones says, " They, the slaves, are shnt out from our sympathies and efforts as 
iic»nortal beings, and are educated and disciplined hs creatures of profit, and of 
profit only, for this world." 

In a sermon preached by Mr. Joues, before two associations of planters, in 
Georgia, in 1831, speaking of the slaves he says, " They are a nation of hea- 
then in our very midst." " What have we done for our poor negroes 1 With 
shame we must confess that we have done nothing 1" " How can you pray for 
Christ's kingdora *ocome while yon are neglecting a people perishing for lack 
of v'sion aroTmd your very doore." We withhold the Bible from our servants 
and keep them in ignorance of it, while we wiU not use the means to have it 
read and explained to them." Jones' Sermon, pp. 7, 9. 

An ofiRcial report of the Presbyterian Synod of South Carolina and Georgia, 
adopted at its session in Columbia, S. C, and published in the Charleston Ob- 
server of March 23, 1834, speaking of the slaves, says, " There are over t/wo 
miilions oihwaan beings^ in the condition of heathen, and, in some respects, in 
a worse condition \" * % * " From long continued and close observation, 
we believe that their moral and religious condition is such, as that they may 
justly be considered the heathen of this Christian country, and will bear eompa' 
rison with heathen in any country in the world" * * * The negroes are des- 
titute of the privileges of the gospel, and ever will bt under the present state of 
things." Report, &c., p. 4. 

A writer in the Church Advocate, published in Lexington, Ky., says, " The 
poor negroes are left in the ways of spiritual darkness, no efforts are being 
made for their enlightenment, no seed is being sown, nothing but a nioral wil- 
derness is seen, over which the soul sickens— the heart of Christian sympathy 
bleeds. Here nothing is presented but a moral waste, as extensive as our injlu-^ 
ence, as appalling as the valley of def^th." 

The following is an extract of a letter from Bishop Andrew of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, to Messrs. Qarrii and Ma£Bt, editors of the " Wesiern 
Methodist," then published at Nashville, Tennessee. 

" Augusta, Jan. 29, 1835. 

"The Christians of the South owe a heavy debt to slaves on their planta- 
tions, and the ministers of. Christ especially are debtors to the whole slave 
population. I fear a cry goes up to heaven on this subject against us; and 
how, I ask, shall the scores who have left the ministry of the Word, that they 
may make corn and cotton, and buy and sell, and get gain, meet this cry at the 
bar of God 1 and what shall the hundreds of money-making and money-loving 
liiasters, who have grown rich by the toil and sweat of their slaves, and fo/l 
their souls to perish, say when they go with them to the judgment of the great 
dayl" . . 

"The Kentucky TTnion for the moral and religious improvement oithe co 
lored race,"— an association composed of some of the most influential ministers 



when compared with this? And yet for her oppression of the poor? 
God smote her with plagues, and trampled her as the zaire, till shs 
passed away in his wrath, and the place that knew her in her pride, 
bv?ew her no more. Ah I " I have seen the afflictions of my people, 
and I have heard tjjeir groanings, and em come down to deliver them." 
He dio come, and Egypt sank a niinons heap, and her blood closed 
over her. If such was God's retribution for the oppression of 
feeathea Egypt, of how much sorer punishment shall a Christian peo- 
pie be thought worthy, who cloak with religion a system, in compari- 
son with which the bondage of Egypt dwindles io nolhing? Let 



and laymen of Kentucky, says in a general circular to thfc .'eljgiotxs public, 
" To the female character among the black population, we cannot ai.ude but 
with feelings ofthe bitterest shame. A similar.condition of moral pollution, and 
utter disregard of a pure and.virtuous repuf alion, is to be found onljr joiihrnU iha 
pale of Christendom. That such a state of society !>hould exist in'a CKfisiiaa 
nation, without calling forth any particular attention to its esistenei!, thuagh 
ever before our eyes and in our families, is a moral phenomeuoti ai once unac- 
countable and disgraceful." 

Rev. James A. Thome, a native of Kentucky, and still, residing- there, said 
in a spsech in New York, May 183d, speaking of licentiousness aradng the 
slaves, " I would not have you fail to understand that ihis is a general evil. 
Sir, what I now say, I say from deliberate conviction of its truth ; that the 
slave states are Sodoms, and almost every village family is ab^othsl. (In this, 
I refer to the inmates of the kitchen, and not to *he whites.)" - , 

A writer in the " Western Luminary," published in Lexington, Xy., made 
the following declaration to the same point in the number of that paper for 
May 7. 1835: " There is one topic to whie« I will allude, which wiU serve to 
establish the heathenism of this population. ' I allude to the ujjivEiisAri iicsN- 
TiODSNEss which prevails. CtiastUy isnovirtue among them — its violation nei- 
ther injures female character in their own estimation, or that of their master 
or mistress — no instruction is ever given, no censure pronownc^. I speak not 
of the world. I speak op Chbistian families gbneballyI" 

Eev. Mr. Converse, long a resident of Virginia, and agent of the Coloni- 
zatiou Society, said, in a sermon before the Vt. C. S.—"Alaioyt nothing 
is done to instruct the slaves in the principles and duties of the Ohri.'.titTi reli- 
gion. * * * The majority are emphatically Aea«A«is. * ♦ 'Pious ait) -'ers 
(with some honorable exceptions) are criminsilly negligent of giving^jreJiijious 
instruction to their slaves. * « * They can and do instruct their own chil- 
dren, audi perhaps their house servants; while those called " field.hands" live, 
and labor, and die, without being told by their pious masters ('i) that Jesus 
Christ died to save sinners." «- 

The page is already so loaded with references that we forbear. Foir testi- 
mony from the mouths of slaveholders to the terrible lacerations and other 
nameless outrages infiicted on the slaves, the leader is referred to the nucabeT 
of tho /. .nti-Blavery Record for Jan. 1837. 
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those believe who can, that God commissioned his people to rob 
others of all their rights, while he denounced against them wrath to 
the uttermost, if they practised the far lighter oppression of Egypt- — 
which robbed its victims of only the least and cheapest of their 
rights, and left the females unplundered even of these. What ! Is God 
divided against himself? V/hen He had just turned Egypt into a 
funeral pile ; while his curse yet blazed upon her unburied dead, and 
his bolts still hissed amidst her slaughter, and the smoke of her tor- 
ment went upwards because she had " robbed the poor," did He 
license the victims of robbery to rob the poor of all? As £aa>- 
giver, did he crmte a system tenfold more grinding than that for which 
he had just hurled Pharaoh headlong, and overwhelmed his princes 
and his hosts, till " hell was moved to meet them at their coming ?" 

We now proceed to examine the various objections which ..i.". doubt- 
less be set in array against all the foregoing conclusions. 

OBJECTIONS CONSIDERED. 

The advocates of slavery find themselves at their wit's end in 
pressmg the Bible into their service. Every movement shows them hard 
pt'.shed. Their ever- varying shifts, their forced constructions and blind 
guesswork, proclaim both their cause desperate, and themselves. 
Meanwhile their invocations for help to " those good old slaveholders 
and patriarchs, Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob,"* sent up without ceas- 



* The Presbytery of Harmony, South Carolina, at their meeting in Wains- 
borough, S, C, Oct. 28, 1836, appointed a special committee to report on sla- 
very. The following resolution is a part of the report adopted by the Pres- 
bytery. . A 

" Resolvedj'That slavery has existed from the days of those oood old slavb- 
HOLDERs AND PATRiAHCHs, Abiahsm, Isaac and Jacob, who are now in the king- 
dom of Heaven." 

Abraham receives abundant honor at the hands of slave-holding divines. 
Not because he was the " father of the faithful," forsook home and country for 
the truth's sake, was the most eminent preacher and practicer of righteousness 
in his day ; nay, verily, for all this he gets faint praise ; but then he had " ser- 
vants DouanT WITH MONEY ! ! !" This is the finishing touch of his character, 
and its effect on slaveholders is electrical. Prose^fledges into poetry, cold com- 
pliments warm into praise, eulogy rarifies into panegyric and goes off in rhap- 
sody. In their ecstacies over Abraham, Isaac's paramount claims to their 
homage are lamentably lost sight of. It is quite unaccountable, that in their 
manifold oglings over Abraham's " servants bought with money," no slave- 
holder is ever caught casting loving side-glances at Gen. xxvii. 29, 37, where 
Isaac, addressing Jacob, says, " Be lord over thy brethren and let thy mother's 
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ing from the midst oftlieir convulsions, avail as little as did the screams 
and lacerations of the prophets of Baal to bring an answer of fire. The 
Bible defences thrown around slavery by the professed miniiters of the 
Gospel, do so torture common sense, Scripture, and historical facts it 
were hard to tell whether absurdity, fatuity, ignorance, or blasphemy, 



sons bow down to thee." And afterwards, addressing Esau,, he says, speaking 
of the birth-right immunities coufiraied to Jacob, " Behold I have made him 
thy Lord and all his brethren have I oiyen to him for servants 

Here is a charter for slavehoiding, under the sign manual of that " good' old 
slaveholder and patriarch. Isaac." Yea, XDore— a " Divine Warrant" for a 
father holding his children as slaves and bequeathing them as property to his 
heirs ! Better still, it proves that the favoiite practice amongst our slavehold« 
ers^ofbequeathiup- their colored chU&TQv to those of a different hue, wasa " Di- 
vine institution," for Isaac " gave" Esau, who was " red all over," to Jacob, 
" as a servaiU." Now gentlemen, " honoi to whom honor." Let Isaac no 
longer be stin:ed of the glory that is his due as the great prototype of that "pe- 
culiar domestic institution," of which you are eminent patrons, that nice discri- 
mination, by which a father, in his will, makes part of his children, properttf, 
and the test, their moprietors, whenever the propriety of such a disposition 
is indicated, as in the case of Jacob and Esau, by the decisive tokens of color 
and HAiB, (for, to show that Esau was Jacob's rightful property after he was 
" given to him" by Isaac " for a servant," the difference in Aair as well as co- 
lor, is expressly stated by inspiration I) 

One prominent feature of patriarchal example has beep :^^te overlooked by 
slaveholders. We mean the special care of Isaac to infcnrnx Jacob that those 
" given to him as servants" were " his brethren," (twice repeated.) The deep «t 
veneration of slaveholders for every thing patriarchal, clears them from aUji 
suspicion of tfesi^Ti^dZy neglecting this authoritative precedent, and their ad- 
mirable zeal to perpetuate patriarchal fashions, proves this seeming neglect, a« 
mere oversight : and is an all-sufficient guarantee that henceforward they will * 
religiously illustrate in their own practice, the beauty of this hitherto neglected* 
patriarchal usage. True, it would be an odd codicil to a will, for a slavehold- 
er, after bequeathing to some of his children, all his slaves, to add a supple- 
ment, informing them that such and such and such, of them were theie brothers 
and sisteri. Doubtless it would be at first a sore trial also, but what pious* 
slaveholder would not be sustained under it by the reflection that he was hum- 
bly following in the footsteps of his illustrious patriarchal predecessors ! 

Great reformers must make great sacrifices, and if the world is to be brought 
back to the purity of patriarchal times, upon whesi will the onis of the earth 
come, to whom will all trembling hearts and failing eyes spontaneously turn as 
leaders to conduct the forlorn hope ihrougli -he wilderness to that promised 
land, if not to slaveholders, those disin.terested pioneers wfaoseSielf-denying 
labors have founded far and wide the " patriarchal institution" of amcvbin-- 
nge, aad through evil report and good report, have faithfully Etaihped their own 
image and superscription, in variegated hues, upon the faces of a swarming 
progeny from generation to generation. 9 



66 



predominates, ia the compound ; each strives so lustiiy for the niasteiy, 
it may be set dovrn a drawn battle. Hovi^ often, has ic been bruited 
that the color of the negro is the Cain-marh^ propagated don'nward. 
Cain's posterity started an opposition to the ark, forsooth, and rode out 
the flood with flying streamers ! How could miracle be more worthily 
employed; or better vindicate the ways of God to man than by pointing 
such on argument, and filling out for slaveholders a Divine tiUe- 
deed ! 

Objection 1. *' Cursed be Canmn,a servant of servants sliaWhc he 
urdo his brethren,''* Gen. ix, 25. 

This prophecy of Noali is the va^^e meam of slaveholders, and tliey 
never venture abroad without it : it is a pocket-piece for sudden occa^ 
BioD, a keepsake to dote over, a charm to spell-bind opposition, and a 
magnet to draw to their standard " whatsoever worketh abomination 
or maketh a lie." But " cursed be Canaan " is a poor drug to ease a 
throbbing conscience — a mocking lullaby to unquiet tossingij. Those 
who jusiify negro slavery by the curse on Canaan, assume as usual all 
tlie i>oint3 in debate. 1. That slavery was prophesied, rather than 
mere service to others, and individml bondage rather than mumial 
subjection and tribute. 2. That the prediciim of crime justifies it ; or 
at least absolves those whose crimes fulfil it. How piously the Pha- 
raohs might have quoted the prophecy, Thy seed shall he a stranger in 
a land that is not 0eirs, and they shall affiict fJiem four hundred years.'" 
And then, what saints were those that crucified the Lord cf gloiy ! 
^8, That the Africans are descended from Canaan. Africa was peo- 
pled from Egypt and Ethiopia, which countries were settled by Miz- 
« raim and Cush. For the location and boundaries of Canaan's pes- 
•terity, see Gen. x. 15—19. So a prophecy of evil to one people, is 
*quoted to justify its infliction upon another. Perhaps it may be argued 
that Canaan includes all Ham's posterity. If so, the prophecy is yet 
unfulfilled. The other sons of Ham settled Egypt and Assyria, and, 
•conjointly v/ith Shem, Persia, and afterward, to some extent, the Gre- 
cian and Roman empires. The history of these nations gives no veri- 
fication of the prophecy. Whereas, the history of Canaan's descend- 
cnts for more than three thousand years, is a record of its fulfilment. 
First, they were put to tribute by the Israelites ; then by the Medea 
and Persians ; then by the Macedonians, Grecians and Romans, su.i, 
cessively j and finally, were subjected by the Ottoman dynasty, where 
they yet remain. Thus Canaan has been for ages the serva^.t mainly of 
Shem and Japhet, and secondarily of the other sons of Ham. It may still 
be objected, that though Canaan lione is mmd, yet the 22d and 24th 



67 



verses show the posterity of Ham ia general to be moant, " And Ham, 
tl)e father of Caiiaan, saw the nakedness of his fiither, and told his two 
brethren without." " And Noah awoke from hi? mm, and lorew what 
his YOUNGER son had done unto him, and said," &;c. It is argued that 
t\\y " ystrnger son "cannot be Canaan, qs^ he was the graMson of 
Noah, and therefore it must be Ham, We answer, whoever that 
"younger s\Xi " was, Canmn alone was named in the curse. Besides, 
the Hebrew word Scn^ signifies son, grandson, or an'j one of the pes- 
tority of an individual.* " Kmw ye Laban, ihe sot? (grandson) of 
Nahor ?" G-en. xxis. 5. Mephiboshcih the son (grandson) of Saul" 
2 Sam. xix. 24 ; 2 Sam. ix. 6. " The driving of Jehu the son (grand- 
son) of NimsM." 2 Kings ix. 20. Sec also Ruth iv. 17 ; 2 Sam. 
xxi. 6 ; Gren. xxxi. 55. Shall wo forbid the inspired writer to use the 
same word when speaking of Noa.^'s grandson 1 Further, Ham was 
not the "younger son." The order of enumeration makes him the 
second son. If it be said that Bible usage varies, the order of birth 
not always being observer! in enumerations ; the reply is, that, enume- 
ration in that order, is the mhf in any other order he esxepHon. Be- 
sides, if a younger member of a family takes precedence of older ones 
in the family record, it is a mark of pre-eminence, either in endow- 
ments, or providential instrumentality. Abrahaiiii^'jough sixty years 
■ younger than his eldest brother, stands first in ^^^Jvmily genealogy. 
Nothing in Ham's history shows him pre-emin^^S^si«^es, the He- 
brew word hdkka.tdn_ rendered " the younger" mea^ the little, mxsJl, 
The same word is used in Isa. Ix. 22. " A little one shall I/ecomc 
a thou^and,'^ Isa. xxii. 94 . " All vesi^Is of skall qnaniUyJ' Pa. 
cxv. 13. " He idll bless them (hat fear the Lord hoik s^^ail md greai.*^ 
Ex. xviii, 22. , " But every s:,i[all maUer they shall judge.'' It would 
be a literal rendering of Grf;n. ix. 24, if it were ti-anslated thus, "when 
Noah knew what his little son,"* or grandson (Beno hdkkaldn) " had 
done unto him, he said cursed ; be Canaan," &c. Further, even if 
the Africans were the descendants of Canaan, the assumption that their 
enslavement fulfils this prophecy, lacks even plau.sihility, for, only a Jrae- 
tion of tte inhabitants of Africa have at any lime been the slaves of other 
nations. If the objector say in replj^ that a large majority of the Afri- 
cans have always been slaves at home, we answer : It is false in point 



* So &v, the Hebrew word for father, signifies any ancestor, however remote. 
S.Chron. xvii. 3; xxviii. 1; xxxi v. 2; Dau. v. 2. 

* The French follows the same analogy ; gr(znd.t.sTi being petit fits (little son.) 
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of fact-, though zealously bruited often to serve a mm; and if it were 
frde, how does it help the argui-ncnt ? The propliecy was, " Cursed be 
Canaan, a srn'ant of sermnts shall be be unio ftisBRBXHREN./' not unto 

Objecxioit II.-—" If a imn s^rtJf^ his servanf. or his jnaid tciih a rod, 
Ufid he die under his Itu7ui, he shaJ/ sxirdy he punish-cd. NoUeiiiMfand- 
ing, if lie contsmi-c a day or fioo, he shaU mi be punished; for he is his 
Tnoficy" Ex. xxi. 20, 21. What was the design of this regulation ? 
Was it to grant masters an indulgence to beat servants with impunity, 
and aa assurance, that if they beat thec^ to death, the offence should 
not be capital? This is substantially what commentators tell us. 
What Deity do such 'men worship ? Some blood-gorged Siolocli, en- 
throned cn human hecatombs, and snufSng carnage for incense ? Did 
He who thundered from Sinai^s flames, "'i not 'in^ JH not kjli,," offer 
a bounty on murd-er? Whoever analyzes the Jlosaic system, will 
often find a moot court in session, trying law points, settling definitions, 
or laying dovm rules of evidence. Num. xxxv. 10 — 22 ; Deut. xix. 4 
—6 ; Lev. xxiv. 19 — ^22 ; Ex. xxi. 18, 19, are some of the cases stat- 
ed, with tests furnished the judges by which to detect tJie inicni., in ac- 
tions brought before; f^em. Their ignorance of judicial proceedings, 
laws of evidenpsy^ii made such instructions necessarj'. The detail 
gone into, in the^^is quoted, is manifestly to enable them to get at 
the motive and fi^^^t whether the master designed to kill. 1, "If a 
man smite his sdl^nt with a rtxi." — The instrument used, mves a clue 
to the intent., See Num. xxxv. 16 — ^18. A Tvd., not an axe, nor a 
sword, nor a bludgeon, nor any other dcath-weapon — hence, from the 
land of instrument, no design to kill v juM be inferred : for intent to 
kill would hardly have taken a red for its weapon. But if the servant 
" die under his hand," then the unfitness of the instrument^ is point 
blank against him ; for, striking with a red so as to cause deatli, pre- 
supposed very many blows and great violence, and this kept up iiii the 
dealh-gasps showed an i7UcTii io kill. Hence " He shall surely be pun> 
ished." But if he continued a day or two, the lengih of time that he 
lined., the kind, of instrument used, and the master's pecuniary interest 
in his life, ("he is Ms ntoney,'') all made a strong case of presuniptivo 
evidence, showing that the master did not design to kill. Further, the 
word nakdm, here rendered p'.mishcd, occurs thirty-five times in the 
Old Testament, and in almost everv place is translated " avenge," in 
a fevs", "^<j iake vengeancct^ or "to retenge " and in this inslariCo aloke, 
"punish " As it stands in our translation, thi? pronoun preceding it, 
refers to the mjxsfer, whereas it should refer to the crwie, a td tl)e word 
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reudered p:i-nishcd., should have been rendered avci^d, Tlie mciianing 
is this ; If a man smite iiis servant o? his mcud vnth. a rod, and he dlo 
under his hand, it (the death) shall surely be avenged, or liter.EJly, hf 
atc^ng it shall be avmgcd ; that is, the dcaSh of the servant sliall be 
avenged- by the dcaik of the naaster. So in the next verse, If he coii» 
tinue a day or two," his death is not to be avenged by the deaih of iba 
masfer, as in that case the crime wns to bo adjudged jnanshtighk^t'f and 
not Tnurdcr. In the follovc-ing verse, another case of personal injury is 
stated, for which the injurer is to pay a sv-ni of money ; and yet our 
translators employ the same phmseology in both places \ One, an in- 
stance of deliberate, wanton, kilUng by piecemeal ; the other, an ac- 
cidental, and comparatively (slight injury — of the inflicter, in Ixtth cases, 
they say the same thing! Now, jr-st the discrimination to be looked 
for where God legislates, is marked in the original. In the case of 
the servant mlfuUy murdered, He says, " It (the death) shall surely be 
avenged;" that is, the life of the wrong doer shall expiate thecrinie. 
The same word is used in the Old Testament, when the greatest 
wrongs are redressed, by devoting the perpetrators to d^-sf.ructijiM. In 
the case of tlu3 unintentional injur)', in the following verse, God says, 
*' He shall surely be fncd, {a^idsh,) " He shall pay as the judges de- 
termine." The simple meaning of tlie word andsh, is to lay a fine. 
It is used in Deut, xxii. 19 j " They sha.ll amerce hiisa in one hundred 
shekels," and in 2 Chron. xxxvi. 3; *'He condettm^sd ' (mvlctm) tlio , 
land in a hundred talcnte of silver and a talent of goiti." Thai U'06ti^» 1,;*:; 
ing the death of the servant, was neither imprisonment^ nor stripes, Sjor, 
a fine, but that it was talking the master'' s life we infer, 1. From th^if{« 
of the word nakdm. See Gen. iv. 24: Josh. r.. 13; Judg. xv, xvi. ■:- 
28; 1 Sam. xiv. 24; xviii. 25; xxv. 31; 2 Sam. iv. 8; Judg, v^ 'S; 
1 Sam. xxv. 26—33. 2. From the express statute, Lev, sxiv. IT : 
« He that killeth akv roan shall surely be put to death." Also, Nuns, 
XXXV. 30, 31 : ¥/ iiOiiO killeth ji?ct potRon, ih.f murderer shall bo put 
to death. Moreover* ye shall take ko satisfaction for the life of a 
murderer which is guilty of death, but he shall surely be put to death." 
3. The Targum of Jonathan gives the verse thus, " Death by the sword 
shall surely be adjudged," The Targum of Jerusalem, Vengeance 
shall be taken for him to the ttf^cmo^f." JarchJ, the same. The Sa- 
maritan verciou: "He shall die the death." Again, the clause "for 
he is his money," is quoted to prove that the scr^-ant is his master's 
property, and therefore, if he died, the master was not to be punished. 
The assumption is, that the phrase, " rm is nrs MOifBY," proves not only 
that the servant is ^sorih Tnomy to tho master, but that he is an ariicU 
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^ jproperiy. If the advoo&tes of slaveiy insist upon taking this principle 
of interpretation into the Bible, and turning it loose, let them stand and 
draw in self-defence. If they endorse for it at one point, they must stand 
sponsors all around tho circle. It will be too late to cry for quarter 
when its stroke clears the table, and tilti, them among the sweepings be- 
neatii. The Bible abounds with such expressions as the following : " This 
(bread) is my body |" all they (the Israelites) are brass and tia this 
(water) is the blood of the men who went in jeopardy of their lives 
"the Lord God is a sun;" "the seven good ears are seven years;" "the 
tree of the field is man's life;" "God is a consuming fire;" "he is 
his money," &c. A passion for the exact UteraUties of the Bible is 
too amiable, not to be gratified in this case. The words in the origi- 
nal are (Kdspo-hu,) " his silver is he." The objector's principle of in- 
terpretation is a philosopher's stone ! Its miracle touch transmutes 
five feet eight inches of flesh and bones into solid silver ! Quite a 
j>ermanmt servamt, if not so nimble withal— reasoning against "for- 
ever" is forestalled henceforth, and, Deut. xxiii. 15, quite outwitted. 
The obvious meaning of the phrase,' "He is his momy,^* is, he is worth 
money to his master, and since, if the master had killed him, it would 
have taken money out of his pocket, the pecuniary loss, the kind 
of instrument used, and the fact of his living sometime after ike injury, 
(if the master meant to kill, he would be likely ^ doit while about it,) 
all together make a strong case of presumptive evidence clearing the 
: tttoter from mtent to kill. But let us look at the objector's inferences. 
Oae is, that as the master might dispose of his property as he pleased, 
h€(=Xwas not to be punished, if he destroyed it. Whether the servant 
died under the master's hand, or after a day or two, ho was equally hm 
property, and the objector admits that in the first case the master is to 
be " surely punished" for destroying his omi property ! The other in- 
ference is, that since the continuance of a day or two, cleared the mas- 
ter of intent to Idll, the loss of the servant would be a sufiicient punish- 
ment for inflicting the injury which caused his deftth. This inference 
ixuikes the Mosaic law false to its own principles. A pecuniary loss 
was ijo part of the legal claim, where a person took the life of an- 
other. In such case, the law spurned money, whatever the sum. 
God would not cheapen human life, by balancing it. vdth such a weight. 
" Ye shall take no satisfaction for the life of a murderer, but he 
shall surely be put to death." Num. xxxv, 31. Even in excusable 
homicide, where an axe slipped from the helve and killed a man, no 
sum of money availed to release from confinement in the city of refuge, 
until the death oi the High Priest. Num. xxxv. 82. The doctrine 
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that the loss of the servant would be a penalty adequate to the desert 
of the master, admits his guilt and bis desert of some punishment, 
and it prescribes a kind of punishment, rejected by the law, in all cases 
where man took the life of man, whether with or without intent to kiii. 
In short, the objecxor annuls an integral part of the system — ^makes a 
new law, and coolly metes out such penalty as he thinks fit, "Oivine 
legislation revised and improved ! The master who struck out hi3 
servant's tooth, whether intentionally or noti was required to set him 
free. The. pecuniary loss to ths master was the same as though he 
had killed him. Look at the two cases, A master beats his servant 
so that he dies of his wounds ; another accidentally strilies out his 
servant's toothy— ffte pecuniary loss of hoik masters is the same. If the 
loss of the servant's services is punishment sufficient for the crime of 
killing him, would God command the same punishment for the acci- 
dental knockuig out of a iooth ? Indeed, unless the injury was done 
inadvertenUiff the loss of the servant's services was only a part of the 
punishment — mere reparation to the indzvidualfot injary done ; the main 
punishment, that sincily judicial^ was reparation to ihe commumiy. To 
set the servant yrce, and thus proclaim his injury, his right to redress, 
and the measure of it — answered not the ends of public justice. The 
law made an example of the offender, that " those that remain might 
hear and fear." " If a man cause a blemish in his neighbor, as he 
hath done, so shall it be done unto him. Breach for breach, eye for 
eye, tooth for tooth. Ye shall have one manner of law as well for 
STRANGER as for onc of your own country." Lev. xxiv. 19, 20,. 2^. 
Finally, if a master smote out his servant's tooth, the law &-mote"n0ut 
his tooth — thus redressing the public wrong ; and it cancelled thfr ser- 
vant's obligation toth^ master, thus giving some compensation for tiie 
injuiy done, and exempting him from perilous liabilities in future. 

Objection III. " Both ihy bondman and bondmaids which thou shall 
have, shall be of the heathen that are round aiout you, of them shall ye 
buy bondmen and bondmaids. Moreover of llie children of the strangers 
that do sojourn among you, of them shall ye buy, and of their families i'^at 
are ndth you, wMch they begat in your land, and they shall he your posses- 
sion. And ye shall take th/"n as an inlierilance for your children after 
you, to inherit them for apossessimi ; they shall he your bondmen forever." 
Lev. XXV. 44r — 46. 

The poinis in these verses, urged as proof, that the Mosaic system 
sanctioned slavery, are 1. The word " Bokdmen." 2. Btty," 8. 

« InHERITAIIOE and possession." 4. « FOBJBVEB," 
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We will now aaceitoia what sanction to slavery is derivablo from 
those terms, 

1. " BoNOMBN." The fttct tJiat servants from the heathen are called 
" Jomijn^" v/hil© others are called servants^* is quoted as proof 
tliat the former were slaves. As the caprices of King James' transla- 
tors were not inspired, we need stand in no special awe of them. The 
word here rendered bondmen is uaiformly rendered servants else- 
where. The fl'jbrew word " ibedh,^' the plural of which is here trans, 
latcd " bondmen,'* is often applied to Christ. " Behoid my servant 
(bondman, slave?) whom I uphold," Isa. xlii, 1. " Behold my 
sert>a»/ (Christ) shall deal prudently." Isa. lii. 13. " And he said it 
h a light thbg tliat thou (Christ) shouldst be my servant." Isa. xlix. 6. 
"To a servant of rulersr" Isa, xlix. 7. "By, his knowledge shall 
ray righteous sfiruanf (Christ) justify many." Is. Hii. 11, Bel old I 
will bring forth my servani the beanch." Zech. iii. 8. In i Kmgs 
sii. 6, 7, it is applied to King Rehoboam, " And they spake unto 
him, saying if thou wilt be a servant unto this people, then they will be 
thy servants forever." In 2 Chron. sii. 7, 8, 9, to the king and 
all i.he nation. The word is used to designate those who perform ser- 
vice for individuals orfaTtaUes, about th'rty-five times in the Old Tes* 
ament. To designate iribtdaries about twenty.five times. To desig- 
nate the subjects of government, about tliirty-three times. To designate 
the worshippers both of the true God, and of false gods, about seventy 
?; times. It is also \ised in salutations and courteous addresses nearly 
one hundred times. In fine, the word is applied to all persons doing 
service for others, and that merely to designate them as the performers of 
such service, whatever it might be, or whatever the ground on which 
it might be rendered. To argue from the fact, of this word 
being used to designate domestic servants, that they were 
made servants by force, worked without pay, and held as ar- 
ticies of property, is such a gross assumption and absurdity as to 
make formal refutation ridiculous. We repeat whr.t has been shown 
above, that the word rendered bondmen in Lev. xxv. 44, is used to 
point out persons rendering service for others, totally irrespective: of 
the principle on which that service was rendered ; as is manifest from 
the fact that it is applied indiscrimmately to tributaries, to domestics, to 
all the subjects of governments, to magistrates, to all governmental 
officers, t j^yoimger sons— defining their relation to the first born, who 
is called lord and ruler — ^to prophets, to kings, and to the Me^iiah. 
To argue from the meaning of the word ehedh as used in the Old Tes- 
tament, that those to whom it was applied rendered service against 
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their ^'niX, and without pay, does violence to the scripture use of the 
term, sets at nought all rule^ of interpretation, and outrages common 
sense. If awj/ inference as to the meaning of the term is ta be drawn 
fron ^'^e '•ondition and relations of the various classes of persons, to 
\v5"r'a it is applied^ _ -aly legitimate one would seem to be, that the 
term designates a person who renders service to another in return for 
something of value* received from him. The same remark applies to 
the Hebrew verb dbudkt to serve, answering to the noun ebSdh (ser. 
vant). It is used in th« Old Testament to describe the smmig of 
tributaries, of worshippers, of domestics, of Levites, of sons to a father, 
of younger brothers to the elder, of subjects to a ruler, of hirelings, of 
soldiers, of public officers to the government, of a host to his guestSj 
&c. Of these it is used to describe the serving of worshippsrs more 
than forty times, of triiicUiries, about thirty five, eyid of servants or 
domestics, about 

If the Israelites not only held slaves, but multitudes of them, if Abra- 
hnm had thousands, and if they abounded under the Mosaic system* 
v. ' ^ .au tueii language no word that meani slave 7 That language 
must be wofully poverty-stricken, which has no signs to represent the 
most common and familiar objects and conditions. To represent by 
the same word, and without figure, property, and the owner of that 
property, is a solecism. Ziba was an " ebedh,'^ yet he « mned^^ (!) 
twenty eiedhs ! In our language, we have both servant and slave. 
Why 1 Because we have both the things, and need signs for them. If I 
the tongue had a sheath, as swords have scabbards, we should have 
some name for it : but our dictionaries give us none. Why 1 Be 
cause there is no such thing. But the objector asks, " Would not the 
Israelites use their word ebedk'iHhey spoke of the slave of a heathen 
Answer. Their natmwl servants or tributaries, are spoken of frequent, 
^y, but domestics servants so rarely, that no necessity existed, even if 
'they were slaves, for coirdn^ a new word. Besides, the feet of their 
being domestics, under heaven laws andtisages, proclEiimed their liabili- 
ties ; their locality made a specific term unnecessary. But if the 
Israelites had not only seroaTtte, but a multitude of s/izwes, a won? fiieaw 
'ng slave, would have been indispensible for every day convenience. 
Further, the laws of the Mosaic system were so many sentinels on the 
outposts to warn off foreign practices. The border ground of Canaan, 
was quarantine ground, enforcing the .strictest non-intercourse in 
usages between the without and the withih. 

2. "Btnr.** The 5«2;if!g: of servants, is discussed a,t length, pp. 17—23, 
To that discussion the reader is referred. We will taidd in this place 



but a single consideration. This regulation requiring tlie Israelites to 
"Ji<y" servants of the heathen, prohibited their taking them without 
buying. Buying supposes two parties, a price demanded by one and 
paid by the other, and consequently, the com&fiA of both buyer and 
seller, to the transaction. Of course the command to tlie Israelites to 
&*yservantsof the heathen, prohibited their getting them unless they 
first got somebody's consent to the transaction, and paid to somehody a 
fair equivalent. Now, who were these somebodies ? This at least is 
plain, they were not Israelites, but heathen. " Of them shall ye buy." 
Who then were these somebodies, whose right was so paramount, that 
<?^ir consent must be got and the price paid must go into their pockets ? 
Were they the persons themselves who became servants, or some other 
persons. " Some o^ier persons to be sure," says the objector, " the 
countrymen or the neighbors of those who become servants.*' Ah ! 
this then is the import of the Divine command to the Israelites. 

" When you go among the heathen round about to get a man to work 
for you, I straightly charge you to go first to his neighiors, get their con- 
sent that you may have him, settle the terms with them, and pay to them 
a faur equivalent. If it is not their choice to let him go, I charge you 
Hot to take him on your peril. If they consent, and you pay iheni the 
full value of his labor, then you may go and catch the man and drag 
hun home with you, and make him work for you, and I will bless you 
in the work of your hands and you shall eat of the fat of the land. As 
to the man himself, his choice is nothing, and you need give him noth- 
ing for his work: but take care and pay his 7ie^AJ<w well for him, 
and respect their free choice in taking him, for to deprive a heathen 
man by force and r. ithout pay of the tise of Mmself is well pleasing in 
my sight, but to deprive his heathen neighbors of the use of him is 
that abominable thing which my soul hateth," 

3. " Forever." This is quoted to prove that servants were to serv«? 
during their life time, and their posterity from generation to generation.* 
No such idea is contained in the passage. The word " forever," in. 
stead .of defining the length of individual service, proclaims the perma- 
nence of the re,^alation laid down in the two verses preceding, namely, 
that their permanent domestics should be of the Strangers, and not of 
the Israelites ; it declares the duration of that general provision. As 
if God had said, " You shall always get your permanent laborei's from 
the nations, round about you ; your servants shall always' be of that 

* One woald think that the explicit testimony of|Our Lord should for ever 
forestall all cavil on this point. " 7%e i^rvara abideth not in ihe house fob evbb, 
but the Son, abideth ever." John viii. 35, 
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d«ss of persona." As it stands ia the origina),.it is plain — « Forevir 
of thm shaU ye serve yourselves." This is the literal rendering. 

That ««/oret)w*" refers to the permanent relations of a comaumiy, 
rather than to the services of individuals, is a fair inference from the 
form of the expression, " Both thy bondmen, &c., shall be <i€ the heathen. 
Of them shall ye buy." " They shall be your possession.*" « Thby 
shall be your bondmen forever." " But over your brethren the chu.- 
DEBN OF Israel," &c. To say nothing of the uncertainty of these in- 
dividudls surviving those <z/3!er whom they are to live, the language 
used applies more naturally to a lody of people, than to iw?it)«ittaZ ser- 
vants. Besides jjerjjefuoZ service cannot be argued from the term /or- 
et>er. The ninth and tenth verses of the same chapter limit it abso- 
lutely by the jubilee. " Then thou shall cause the trumpet of the jubi- 
lee to sound * * throughout all your land." "And ye shall 
proclaim liberty throughout all the land unto Aii the inhabitants there- 
of." It may be objected that "inhabitants" here means Israel^h in- 
habitants alone. The command is, " Proclaim liberty throughout all 
the land unto all inhdbUavis thereof y Besid?«», in the sixth verse, 
there is an enumeration of the d'ferent classes of the inhabitants, in 
which servants and Strangers are included; and in all the regulations 
of the jubilee, and the sabbatical y^, the Strangers are included in the 
precepts, prohibitions, and promises. Again : the year of jubilee was 
ushered in by the day of atonement. What did these institutions show 
forth 1 The day of atonement prefigured the latonenient of Christ, and 
the yeax of jubilee, the gospel jubilee. And did they prefigure an atone- 
ment and a jubilee to Jews only ? Were they types of sins remitted, 
and of salvation proclaimed to the nation of Istaetl alone ? Is there no 
redemption for us Gentiles in these ends of the earth, and is our hope 
presumption and impiety ? Did that old partition wall survive the shock 
that made earth quake, and hid the sun, burst graves and rocks, and 
rent the temple veil 1 and did the, Gospel only rear it higher to thunder 
direr perdition from its frowning battlements on all without? No I 
The Grod of ova salvation lives. " Good tidings of jn^at joy shall be to 
AJi. people." One shout shall swell from all the ransomed, " Thou 
hast redeemed us unto Grod by thy blood out of evbby kindred, and 
tongue, and people, and nation." 

To deny that the blessings of the jubilee extended to the servants from 
the CreniileSf makes Christianity JudiUsf^"^ It not only eclipsss the 



* So far from the Strangers not being released by thepToclauiation of liberty 
on the moraing of the jubilee, they were the only persons Who were, as a bod^f 
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glory of the Gospel, but strikes out its sun. The refusal to release 
servants at the jubilee falsified and disannulled a grand leading type of 
the atonement, and was a libel on the doctrine of Christ's redemption. 
But even '^forever did refer to hidividual service, we have ample pre- 
cedents for limiting the term by the jubilee. The same word defines 
the length of time which Jewish servants served who did not go out at 
the end of their six years' term. And all admit that they went out at 
the jubilee. Ex. xxi. 2—6 ; Deut. xv. 12—17. The 23d verse of the 
same chapter is quoted to prove that "forever" in the 46th verse ex- 
tends beyond the jubilee. *' The land shall not be sold fobevbh, for 
the land is mine"— since it would hardly be used in different senses in 
the same general connection. As forever, in the 46th verse, respects 
the general arrangemeiity and not individr^al service the objection does 
not touch the argument. Besides, in the 46th verse, the word used is 
Ohm, meaning throughout the period, whatever that may be. Where- 
as in the 23d verse, it is Tsemiihuth, meaning, a cutting off, or to ie cut 
off; and the import of it is, that the owner of an inheritaiice shall not 
forfeit his proprietorship of it ; though it may for a time pass from his 
control into the hands of his creditors or others, yet the owner shall 
be permitted to redeem it, and even if that be not done, it shall not be 
" cut off," but shall revert to him at the jubilee. 

a. " Inhekitance and possession." " Ye shall take them as an 
INHERITANCE for your children after you to inherit them for a posses- 
tiioN. This, as has been already remarked refers to the nations, and 
not to the indwidtuil servants procured from the senations. The holding 
of servants as apoMe5«on is discussed at large pp. 47—64. To what 
1 > there advanced we here subjoin a few brief considerations. We 
have already shown, that servants could not be held as a pr<jper/y-pos- 
sc'ssion, and inheritance : that they became such of their own accord, 
were paid wages, released from their regular labor nearly half the 
days in each year, thoroughly instructed diad protected in all their personal, 
social, and religious rights, equally with their masters. All remaining, 
after these ample reservations, would be small temptation, either to the 



released hy it. The rule regulating the service of Hebrew servants -was, " Six 
years shall he serve, and in the seventh ye;;r he shall go out free." The free 
holders who bad " fallen into decay," and iiad in consequence mortgaged their 
inheritances to their more prosperous neiglibors, and become in some st)ri their 
servants, were released by the, jubilee, and again resumed their inheritances. 
This was the only class of Jetv-f.^b servants (and it could not have been numer- 
ous,) which v/as released Igrthe jubilee; all others went out at the closa of 
(heir sis years' terra. 
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lust of power or of lucre ; a. profitable " possession'* and "inheritance^" 
truly! What if our American slav^ were all placed mju3tsiw,h a 
condition. ! > Alas, for that soft, melodious circumlocution, " Ora, pecu- 
*.iAR^ species of property !" Verily^ emphasis would be cadence, and 
euphony and irony meet together! What esiger snatches at mere 
words, and bald technics, irrespective of connection, principles of con- 
struction, Bible usages, or limitations of meaning by other passages— and 
all to eke out such a sense es sancti/ies 'Existing usages, thus making 
God pander for lust. The words nahal and nahala, inherit and inheri- 
tance, by no means necessarily signify n-^i'^les of property. " The peo. 
pie answered the king and said, " we have none inheritance in the son 
of Jesse." 2 Chron. 16. Did U. ~y mean gravely to disclaim the 
holding of their king as an article oi' property f " Children are an fieri' 
iage (inheritance) of the Lord." Ps. cs-^ii. 3. "Pardon our iniqui- 
ty, and take m for thine inheritance." Ex. ^x^w, 9. When God 
pardons his enemies, and adopts them as children, does he make the.n 
articles of property) 7 Are forgiveness,' and chattel-making, syno- 
nymes? "Jam their irafteritartce." Ezek. xliv. 28. " I shall give thee 
the heathen for thine inheritance.''^ Ps. ii. 18. See also Deut. iv. 20 ; 
Josh. xiii. 33; Ps. \xxxiu 8 ; Ixxviii. 62, 71 ; Prov. xiv. 18. 

The question whether the servemts were a PROPEarY.*'jpo5sessMm,'' 
has been already discussed, pp. 47 — 64, we need add in this place 
but a word. As an illustration of the condition of servants from the 
heathen that were the " possession" of Israelitish families, and of the 
way in which they became servants, the reader is referred to Isa. xiv. 
1,2. " For the Lord -"dll have mercy on Jacob, and will yet choose 
Israel, and set them in tholr own land ; and the strangers vidll be join- 
ed with them, and they sluM cleave to the house of Jacoh. And the 
people shall take them and bring them to their place, and the house of 
Israel shall possess them in the land of the Lord for servants and hand- 
maids ; and they shall take them captives, whose captives they were ; 
and they shall rule over the oppressors." 

We learn from these verses, 1st. That these servants which v/ere to 
be "possessed" by the Israelites, were to be "joined with them," i. e., 
become proselytes to their religion. 2d. That they should " cleave to 
the house of Jacob," i. e., that they would forsake their own people ■ 
voluntarily, attach themselves to tVie Israelites as servants, and of their 
own free choice leave home and friends, to accompany them on their 
return, and to take up their permanent abode with them, in the same 
manner that Ruth accompained Naomi from Moab to the land of Israel, 
and that the " souls gotten" by Abraham in Padanaram, accompanied hira 
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when he left it and went to Canaan. " And the house of Israel shall 
possess them for servants," i. e. shall have them for servants. 

In the passage under consideration, "they shall be youT possessiork" 
tlie original word translated " possession" is ahuna. The same word 
is used in Gen. xlvii. 11. " And Joseph placed his father and his 
brethren, and gave them a possession in the land of Egypt." Gen. xlvii. 
11. In what sense was Groshen the possession of the Israelites 1 An- 
swer, in the sense of having it to live in, not in the sense of having it as 
ovmers. In what sense were the Israelites to possess these nations, and 
take them as an inheritance/or their children ? Answer, they possessed 
them as a permanent source of supply for domestic or household ser- 
vants. And this relation to these nations was to go down to posterity 
as a standing regulation, having the certainty and regularity of a de» 
scent by inheritance. The sense of the whole regulation may be given 
thus : " Thy permanent domestics, which thou shalt have, shall be of 
the nations that are round about you, o^them shall ye buy male and 
female domestics." Moreover of the children of the foreigners that do 
sojourn among you, of them shall ye buy, and of the'.r famiUes that are 
with you, which they begat in your land, and they shall be your perma- 
nent resource." " And ye shall take them as a perpetual source ot 
supply to whom your children after you ^hall resort for servants. 
Always, of them shall ye serve yourselves." The design of the pas- 
sage is manifest from its structure. So far from being a permission to 
purchase slaves, it was a prohibition to employ Israelites for a certain 
term and in a certain grade of service, and to point out the class of per- 
sons from which they were to get their supply of servants, and the way 
in which they were to get them.* 

Objection IV. " If thy brother that dwellsth hy thee he waxen poor, 
and he sold unto thee, thou shalt not compel him to serve as a bond- 
servant, hut as an hired-servant, and as a sqjmrner shall he he 
with thee, and shall serve thee unto the year of jubilee.^ ' Lev. xxv. 39, 40. 



* Eabbi Leeser, who translated from the Gfcrman the work entitled " Instruc- 
t^a in. t' e Mosaic Religion" by Professor Jholson of the Jewish seminary at 
4"'rank.f jrt-on-the-Main, in his comment on these verses, says, " It must be ob- 
served lhat it was prohibited to subject a Stranger to slavery. The baymg of 
slaves aloTU- is permitted, but not stealing them." 

Now whatever we call that condition in which servants were, whether ser- 
vitude or slavery, and whatever we call the persons in that condition, whether 
servants or slaves, we have at all events, the testimony that the Israelites were 
' prohibited to subject a Stranger to" that condition, or in other words, the free 
choice of the servant was not to be compelled. 
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As only one class is called " hired" it is inferred that servants of 
the other class were not paid for their labor. That Grod, while thvm> 
dering anathemas against those who " used their neighbor's service 
without wages," granted a special indulgence to his chosen people 
to force others to work, and rob them of earnings, provided always, 
in selecting their victims, they spared " the gentlemen of property 
and standing," and pounced only upon the strangers and the common 
people. The inference that " hired" is synonymous with paid, and 
that those servants not called " hired,'' were not paid for their labor, is 
a mere assumption. The meaning of the English verb to hire, is to 
procure for a temporaty use at a certain price — to engage a person to 
temporary service for wages. That is also the meaning of the He- 
brew word " saw/car." It is not used when the procurement of jjer- 
jwarienf service is spoken of. Now, we ask, would permanent 
servants, those who constituted a stationary part of the family, 
have been designated by- the same term that marks temporal ser- 
vants? The every-day distinctions in this matter, are familiar 
as table-talk. In many families the domestics perform only the re- 
gular work. Whatever is occasional merely, as the wasl.ing of a 
family, is done by persons hired expressly for the purpose. The fa- 
miliar distinction between the two classes, is "servants," and " hir- 
ed help," (not ^aid help.) 5o/^ classes are jpaid. One is permament, 
and the other occasional and temporary, and therefore in this case 
called " hired."* A variety of particulars are recorded distinguishing 
hired 'fxovLX hovghi servants. 1. Hired servants were paid daily at 
the close of iheir work. Lev. xix. 13; Deut. xxiv. 14, 15 ; Job. vii. 
2 ; Matt, XX. 8. " Bought^ servants were paid in advance, (a reason 
for their being called bought,) and those that went out at the seventh 



* To suppose a servant robbed of Ms earnings because he is not called ahired 
servant, is profound induction ! If 1 employ a man at twelve dollars a month 
to work my farm, he is my " hired" man, hv.t if I give Mm siu:h a portion of 
ike crop, or in other words, if he works my farm " 07i shares,'" every 
farmer knows that he is no longer called a " hired" man. Yet he works thi^' 
same farm, in the same way, at the same times, and with the same teams and''' 
tools ; and does the same amount of work in the year, and perhaps clears twenty 
dollars a month, instead of twelve. Now as he is no longer called " hired," and 
as he still works my farm, suppose my neighbors sagely infer, that since he is 
not my " hired" laborer, I rob him of his earnings, and with all the gravity of 
owls, pronounce their oracular decision, and hoot it abroad. My neighbors are 
deep divers ! like some theological professors, they go not only to the bottom but 
come up covered with the tokens. 
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year received a graUdty. Deut. xv. 13, 18. 2. The "hired" 
were paid in money, the " bought" received their gratuity, at least, in 
g^ruin, cattle, and the product of the vintage, Deut. xv. 14, 
8. The " hired" Uved in their ov.a* families, the " bought" were a part 
of their masters' families. 4. The "hired" supported their fami- 
lies out of their wages ; the " bought" and their families were support- 
ed by the master beside their wages. 5. Hired servants were expected 
to work more constantly, and to have more zoorking hours in the dry 
than the bought servants. This we infer from the fact, that " a hire- 
ling's day," was a sort of proverbial phrase, meaning a full day. No 
subtraction of time being made from it. So a hireling's year signifies an 
entire year without abatement. Job. vii. 1 ; xiv. 6 ; Isa. xvi. 14 ; xxi. 10. 

The " bought" servants, were, as a close, superior io the hired — were 
more trust-worthy, were held in higher estimation, had greater 
privileges, and occupied a more elevated station in society. 1. 
They were intimately incorporated with the family of the master, 
were guests at family festivals, and social solemnities, from which 
hired servants were excluded. Lev. xxii. 10, 11 ; Ex. xii. 43, 45. 
2. Their interests were far more identified with those of their masters' 
family. They were often, actually or prospectively, heirs of their 
masters' estates, as in the case of Eliezer, of Ziba, and the sons of 
Bilhali, and Zilpah. When there were no sons, or when they were 
unworthy, bought servants were made heirs. Prov, xvii. 2. We 
find traces of this usage in the New Testament. " But when the 
husband-men saw him, they reasoned among themselves saying, this 
is the heir, come let us kill him, that the inheritance may he ours." 
Luke XX. 14. Ir; no instance does a hired servant inherit his mas- 
ter's estate. 3. Marriages took place between servants and their 
master's daughters. " Sheshan had a servant, an Egyptian, whose 
name was Jarha. And Sheshan gave his dalighter to Jarha his ser- 
want to wife." 1 Chron. ii. 34, 35. There is no instance of a hired 
servant forming such an alliance. 4. Bought servants and their 
descendants were treated with the same affection and respect as the 
bother members of the family.* The treatment of Abraham's .servants. 
Gen. xxiv. and xviii. 1 — 7 ; the intercourse between Gideon and Phu- 



* " For the purchased servant who is an Israelite, or proselyte, shall fare as his 
master. The master shall not eat fine bread, and his servant bread of bran. Nor 
yet drink old wine, and give his servant new : nor sleep on soft pillows, and bed- 
ding, and his servant on straw. I say unto you, that he that gels a purchased 



81 



rah, Judg. vii. 10, 11 ; Saul and his servant, 1 Sam. be. 5, 22 ; Jo> 
nathan and his servant, 1 Sam. xiv, 1 — 14, and Elisha and Gehazi are 
illustrations. The tenderness exercised towards horao-born servants 
or the cliildren of handmaids, and the strength of the tie that bound 
them to the faraiiy, are employed by the Psalmist to illustrate ths re- 
gard of Gcd for him, his care over him, and h's. own endearing relation 
to him, when in the lust extremity he prays, " Save the son of thy 
kandmaid" Ps. Ixxxvi. 10. So also in Ps. cxvi. 16. Oh Lord, truly I 
am thy servant ; I am thy servant^ and the son of thy handmaid. Also, 
Jer. ii. 14. Is Israel a servant 1 Is he a home-horn ?* Why is he 
SPOILED ? No such tie seems to have existed between Jdred servants 
and their masters. Their untrustworthiness was proverbial. John 
Xc 12, 13. They were reckoned at but half th? value of bought ser- 
vants. Deut. XV. 18, None but the lowast class of the people en- 
gaged as hired servants, and the kinds of labor assigned to them re- 
quired little knowledge and skill. No persons seem to have become 
hired sei-vants except such as were forced to it from extreme poverty. 
The hired servant is called " poor and needy," and the reason assign- 
ed by God why he should be paid as soon as he had finished his work 
is, " For he is poor, and sctteth his heart upon it." Deut. xxiv. 14, 
15. See also, 1 Sam. ii. 5, Various passages show the low repute and 
trifling character of the class from which they were hired. Judg. ix. 
4 ; 1 Sam. ii. 5. The superior condition of bought servants is mani- 
fest in the high trust confided to them, and in their dignity and autho- 
rit}'^ in the household. In no instance is a hirsd servant thus distin- 
guished. The bought servant is manifestly the master's representative 
in the family, someLimes with plenipotentiary powers over adult children, 
even negotiating marriage for them. Abraham adjured his servant, 
not to take a wife for Isaac of the daughters of the Canaanites. The 
servant himself selected the individual. Servants exercised discretion- 
ary power in the management of their masters' estates, " And the ser- 
vant took ten camels of the camels of his mdistev, for allthe goods of Ms 
master were in his hand" Gen. xxiv. 10. The reason assigned 
is not that such was Abraham's direction, but that the sei*vant 
had discretion&ry control. Servants bad also discretionary power 



seivantdoes well to make Mm as his friend, or lie v/ill prove to his employer as 
if he got himself a master." — ^Maimonidcs, in. Mishiia Kiddushim* Chap. 1, 
Sec. 3. 

* On'" translators ia rendering it " Is he a home-bom biave," were wise beyond 
vrhat is written. 

II 
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ill tho disposui of projm^* Goih xxiv. SS, 80. 58» The cunditiou 
of Zibji in tho housu orMcphiboshoth, Is a caso in polnf. ^so ie Piov, 
svil, 2. DistitHit tmc.^H of lliut oetimtUion firo to bo fuund in Iho Nciw 
TuMttunont, Mutt. xxiv. 49 ; Luko xii, 43, 44t !.^o in Iho pariiblo of 
tho talouttii, tho mastor eoonia to htivo mi up each of" hia Boi'VtuitH in 
ti'udo with « liii'gt) cupitaK Tho utyust stuwavd hud ku'f;o dmrctionarg 
power, W(is m^cusad of wu«tiiig hia nmslur'a gcudg," und ninnifbslly 
rogidtUod with hia dobtoi'n tb.u Virms of sotthjinont. Luko xvi. 4 — 8. 
Such trusts wore novor roposod in hired eoi'vunts. 

Tho infoi'ior condition of hind si'rvuni«, ia illualratod in tho partiblo 
of tho piiidigul Bon, Whon ho ounjo tu hiinsolf, tho nicrnoi-y of bia 
homo, und of tho abundfuicu (injoyod by ovcti tho lowed cloa.s of sor- 
vunta in Iuh futhor's lioufoiiold, wlsilo ho whs portBhii'g with hunger 
tunong tha swiuo und huMka, so filled hlin with anguish ut tho contest, 
lluit !jo oriolainuid, " Kow ninny Umd sorvunte of my fathor, have broad 
enough und to spare, and I porish with hunger^'* Hia proud heart 
bmko. I will uriso," ho criod, " and go to my father and ihon to 
assure his father of tlio depth of his humility, resolved to add, Make 
aio an ono of thy hired sorvm»ts." If hired servantM wore tho superior 
class— to bosjjoak tho situation, aavorcd littlo of that aonso of unworthi. 
iioss that sooks tho dust with hidden face, and cries "unclean." Un. 
humbled nature di/nbs; or if it fulls, clings fust, wlioro first it may. 
Humility sinks of its own weight, and in tho loweat deep, digs lower. 
The design of tlio parable was to illustrato on the ono hand, tho joy of 
God, as ho bcliolds afar ofl", tho returning ainner " seeking an injured 
felher's face," who luns to clasp and bless him with an unchiding wci- 
corae ; and on tho other, tho contrition of tho penitent, turning home- 
ward with tears from his v/anderl..gs, his stricken spirit breaking with 
its iU.desert he sobs aloud, " Tiio lowest place, tks loroest place, I can 
abide no other." Or in those mimitablo words, " Father ! have sinned 
against Heavef, and in thy sight, and am no more worthy to be called 
thy son ; make me as one of thy hiked servants." The supposition 
thst hired servants were the highest class, takes from the parable an 
eltuGent of winning beauty end pathos. 

It is majiifest to every cajeful student of the Bible, that one class of 
jssrvajQts, was on terms of equality with the children and other members 
of the family. Hence the force of Paul's declaration, Gal. iv. 1, « Now 
1 sav uriio you, that the heir, so long as he is a child, diffeeeth Ix'-o- 
7KVXG- FaoM A SEHVANT, tliough ho be lord of all." If this were the 
Ms'ed class, the prodigal was a sorry specimen of humility. Would 
our Lord have put such language upon the lips of one held up by him- 



self, as a iwidel of gospel hutnilii^, to illustrate its deep «enss uf nil ilW 
desert ? If this is humMtif, put it on stilts, and set it a stmltisig, wMk; 
pride takes lessons, aiid blunders in aping it. 

Israelite*; wnd Straiigcrs belonged indiscriminate!}" to each cXsss isf 
tbe sen^aiits, the hnigU and the Mmi. Thai those in the former class, 
v^ether Jews or Strangers, rose to honors £md authoritj' in the Sunify 
circle, which were not conferred on hire^. servants, has been shown, 
ii -should be added, however, that in the enjoyment of privileges, merely 
poIificaJ-i the hirod servants from the Ismeliic^, were more favored tlian 
even tlie bought f ervanis from the Strangers, No one from the Stran- 
gers, however wealthy or highly endowed, wtis eligible to the highest 
ofiice, nor could he owa the soil. This last disability seenas to have 
been one reason lor the ditforent periods of service required of the two 
classes of bought, servants. The israelite was to serve sis years— 
the Strai-igcr until the jubilee. As the Strangers conld aot own the 
soil, nor houses, except within walled towns, thoy wotild mturally at» 
taeh themselves to Israelitish fai-niiies. Tiiose who were wealthy, or 
skilled in manufactures, instead of becoming servants would need ser- 
vants for their own use, and as inducements for the Strangers to be- 
come servants to the Israelites, were greater than persons of their own 
nation could hold out to them, these wealthy Strangers would naturally 
procure the poorer Israelites for servants. Lev. xxv. 47. In a word, 
such was the political condition of the Strangers, that the Jewish polity 
offered a virtual bounty, to such as would become permanent servants, 
and thus secure those privileges already enumerated, and for their 
children in the second generation a permanent inheritance. Ezek. 
xlvii. 21— -28. None but the monied aristocracy would be likely to 
decline such otters. On the other hand, the Israelites, owning all the 
soii, and an inheritance of land beiiig a sacred possession, to hold a 
free of incumbrance was with every Israelite, a delicate point, both of 
familv honor and personal character, i Kings xxi. 3- Hence, to 
forego the control of one's inheritance, after the division of the pater- 
nal domain, or to be kept out of it after having acceded to it, was a 
burden grievous to be boms. To mitigate as much as possible sue'" a 
calamity, the lav/ released the Israelitish servant at the end of six* 



Another rersson for protracting the service nntll the seventh year, seems to 
have been the coincideuce of that .period vnth other arraugemeiits, in the Jev;- 
ish economy. Its pecuniary responsibiiities, social relations, iod general inter- 
nal structure, were graduatsd v.pon a septeapial scale. Besides, as tiiose Isfsel- 
ites T?iic b^ii become servants through poverty, would not sell themselves, till 
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years ; as, during that time-— if of the .irst class— the partition of the 
patrimonial land might have taken place i or, if of the second, enough 
money might have been earned to disencumber his estate, and thus he 
might assume his station as a lord of the soil. If neither contingency 
bad occurred, then after another six years the opportunity was again 
offered, and so on, until the jubilee. So '?.'hile strong motives urged 
the Israelite to discontinue his service as soon as the exigency had 
passed which made him a servant, every consideration impelled the 
Stranger to prolong liis term of service ;* and the same kindness which 
dictated the law of six years' service for the Israelite, assigned as the 
general rule, a much longer period to the Gentile servar?*:, who had 
every inducement to protract the term. It should be borne in mind, 
that adult Jews ordinarily became servants, only as a temporaiy ex- 
pedient to relieve themselves from embarrassment, and ceased to be 
such when that object v I's effected. The poverty that forced them to 
it was a calamity, and their service was either a means of relief, or a 
measure of prevention ; not pursued as a permanent business, but re- 
sorted to on emergencies — a sort of episode in tlie main scope of their 
lives. Whereas with the Strangers, it w«is a permanent employment, 
pursued both as a means of bettering their own condition, and that of 
their posterity, and as an end for its own sake, conferrmg on them 
priviK?,ges, auu a social estimation not otherwise attainable. 

We see from the foregoing, why servants purchased from the 
heathen, are called by way of distinction, the servants, (not londm&n,) 
1. They followed it as a permamnf Imsiness. 2. Their term of ser- 
vice was much longer than that of the other class. 3. As a class, they 
doubtless greatly outnumbered the Israelitish servants. 4. All the 
Strangers that dwelt in the land were tributaries, required to pay an 
annual tax to the governmeut, either in money, or in public service, 
(called a " triiute of bondservice in other words, all the Strangers 
were miioml servants, to the Israelites, and the same Hebrew word 
used to designate individual servants, equally designates national ser- 
vants or tributaries. 2 Sam. viii. 2, 6, 14 ; 2 Chron. viii. 7—9 ; 
Deut, XX. 11 ; 2 Sam. x. 19; 1 Kings ix. 21,22: 1 Kings iv. 21 ; 
Gen. xxvii. 29. The same word is applied to the Israelites, when they 



otlier espeJients to recruit their finances had failed — (Lev. xxv. 35) — their ba- 
coming servants proclaimed such a. state, of their afiairs, as demanded the labor 
of a course of years fully to reinstate them. 

• The Stranger had the same inducements to prefer a long term of service thai 
those have who cannot own land, to prefer a long kase. 
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paid tribute to other nations. 2 Kings xvii. 8. ; .ludg. iii. 8, 14 ; Gsn. 
xlix. 15. Another distinction between the Jewish and Gentile bought 
servants, was in their kinds of service. The servants from the Stran. 
gers were properly the domestics^ or household servants, employed in 
all family work, in offices of personal attendance, and in such median* 
ical labor, as was required by increasiag wants and needed repairs. The 
Jewish bought servants seem almost exclusively agrioiUural. Besides 
being better fitted for it by previoiis habits, agriculture, and the tend- 
ing of cattle, were regarded by the Israelites as the most honorable of 
all occupations. After Saul was elected king, and escorted to Gibeah* 
the next report of hun is, " And behold Saui came after Hie herd out of 
the feld," 1 Sam. xi. 5. Elisha " was plowing with twelve yoke of 
oxen." 1 Kings xix. 19. King Uzziah " loved husbandry." 2 Chron. 
xxvi. 10. Gideon was ^Hhreshing wheat^* when called to lead the host 
against the Midianites. Judg. vi. 11. The superior honorableness 
of agriculture is shown, in that it was protected and supported by the 
fundamental law of the theocracy— Grod indicating it as the chief prop 
of the government. The Israelites were like permanent fixtures on 
their soil, so did they cling to it. To be agrculturists on their own 
patrimonial inheritances, was with them the grand claim to honorable 
castimation. When Ahab proposed to Naboth that he should sell him 
his vineyard, king though he was, he might well have anticipated from 
an Israelitish freeholder, just such an indignant burst as that which his 
proposal drew forth, " And Naboth said to Ahab, the Lord forbid it me 
that I should give the inheritance of my fathers unto thee." 1 Kings 
xxi. 2, 3, Agriculture being pre-eminently a Jeunsh employment, to 
assign a native Israelite to other employments as a business, was to 
break up his habits, do violence to cherished predilections, and put him 
to a kind of labor in which he had no skill, and which he deemed de- 
grading.* In short, it was in the earlier ages of the Mosaic system, 
practically to ujtjew him, a hardship and a rigor grievous to be borne, 
as it annihilated a visible distinction between the descendants of Abra- 
ham and the Strangers . To guard thii and another fundamental distinc. 
Hon, God instituted the regulation, " If thy brother that dwelleth by 
thee be waxen poor, and be sold unto thee, thou shalt not compel him 
to serve as a bond-servant." In other words, thou shalt not put him to 



* The Babylonish captivity seems to have greatly modified Jevfish usage ia 
this respect. Before that event, their cities were comparatively small, and few 
were engaged in mechanical or mercantile emplo]niients. Afterward their 
cities enlarged apace and trades multiplied. 
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servant's work-— to the business, and into the condition of domestica. 
In the Persian version it is tremslated, "Thou shalt not assign 
to him the work of sermtude." In the Septuagint, "He shall not 
serve thee with the service of a domestic." In the Syriac, " Thou 
shalt not employ him after the manner of servants." In the Sa- 
maritan, " Thou shalt not require him to serve in the service of a 
servant." In the Targum of Onkelos, " Ke shall not serve thee with 
the service of a household servant." In the Targum of Jonathan, 
" Thou shalt uot cause him to serve according to the usages of the 
servitude of servants,"* The meaning of the passage is, thm shalt 
not assign him to the same grade, nor put Mm to the same service, 
with pennanent domestics. The remainder of the regulation is — • 
*' Bui as an hired servant and as a sojourner shall he he toith thee," 
Hired servants were not incorporated into the families of their mas- 
ters ; they still retained their own family organization, without the 
siu-render of any domestic privilege, honor, or authority ; and this, 
even though they resided under the same roof with their master. 
The same substantially may be said of the sojourner though he was not 
the owner of the land which he cultivated, and of course had not the 
control of an inheritance, yet he was not in a condition that implied 
subjection to him whoso land he tilled, or that demanded the surrender of 
any right, or exacted from him any homage, or stamped bun with any in- 
feriority ; unless it be supposed that a degree of inferiority would n^. 
turally attach to a state of dependence however qualified. While 
bought servants were associated with their master's families at 
meals, at the Passover, and at other family festivals, hired servants 
and sojourners were not. Ex. xii. 44, 45 ; Lev. xxii. 10, 11. Hired 
servants were not subject to the authority of their masters in any such 
sense as the master's wife, children, and bought servants. Hence 
the only form of oppressing hired servants spoken of in tiie Scrip- 
tures as practicable to master's, is that of keeping back their images. 
To have taken away such piivileges in the case under consideration, 
would have been pre-eminent " ngor for it was not a servant born in 



* JarcM's comment on " Thou shalt not compel him to serve as a bond-ser- 
vant" is, " The Hebrew servant is not to be required to do any thing which is 
acconnted degrading—sueh as all offices of personal attendance, as loosing his 
master's* shoe-latchet, bringing him water to wash his hands and feet, waitin»* 
on him at table, dressing him, carrying things to and from the bath. The He- 
brew servant is to .work with his master as a son or brother, in the business of 
his farm, or other labor, until his legal release." 
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the house of a master, nor a minor, whose minority had been sold by 
the father, neither was it one who had not yet acceded to his inheri- 
tance ; nor finally, one who had received the assignrmni of his in- 
heritance, but was working off from it an incumbyance, before enter- 
ing upon its possession and control. But it was that of ihe hwd of a 
family, who had known better days, now reduced to poverty, forced 
to relinquish the loved inheritance of his fathers, with the compe- 
tence and respectful consideratica its possession secured to him, and 
to be indebted to a neighbor for shelter, sustenance, and employment. 
So sad a reverse, might well claim sympathy ; but one consolation 
cheers him in the house of his pilgrimage ; he is an Israelite — Abra^ 
ham is Ids father, and now in his calamity he clings closer than ever, 
to the distinction conferred by his birth-right. To rob him of this, were 
" the unkindest cut of all." To have assigned him to a grade of ser- 
vice filled only by those whose permanent business was serving, 
would have been to " rule over him with" peculiar " rigor." " Thou 
shall not compel him to serve as a bond-servant," or literally, thou shall 
not serve thyself with him, with the service of a servant, guaranties 
his political privileges, and a kind and grade of service comporting 
with his character and relations as an Israelite. And " as a hired ser- 
vant, and as a sojourner shall he be with thee," secures to him his 
family organization, the respect and authority due to its head, and the 
general consideration resulting from such a station. Being already 
in possession of his inheritance, and the head of a household, the law 
so arranged the conditions of his service as to alleviate as much as 
possible the calamity which had reduced him from independence and 
authority, to penury and subjection. The import of the command 
which concludes this topic in the fortj^-third verse, (" Thou "halt not 
rule over him with rigor,") is manifestly this, you shall not disregard 
those differences in previous associations, station, authority, and 
political privileges, upon which this regulation is based ; for to hold 
this class of servants irrespective of these distinctions, and annihilating 
them, is to " rule with rigor." The same command is repeated in the 
forty-sixth verse, and applied to the distinction between servants of 
Jewish, and those of Gentile extraction, and forbids, the overlooking 
of distinctive Jewish peculiarities, the disregard of which would be 
rigorous in the extreme.* The construction commonly put Upon the 

* The disabilities of the Strangers, which were distinctions, basedon a dif- 
ferent national descent, r .^d important to the preservation of nation eharacter- 
istics, and a national worship, did not at all afieet their sochjJ estimation. They 
were regarded according to their character and worth as persms, irrespective 
of their foreign origm, employments and political condition. 
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phrase " rule with rigor," and the inference drawn from it, have an air 
vastly oracular. It is interpreted to mean, " you shall not make him 
a chattel, and strip him of legal protection, nor force iiim to work 
without pay." The inference is like unto it, viz., since the com- 
mand forbade such outrages upon the Israelites, it permitted and com- 
missioned their infliction upon the Strangers. Such impious and 
shallow smattering captivates scofiers and libertines ; its flippancy and 
blasphemy, and the strong scent of its loose-reined license works 
like a charm upon them. What boots it to reason against such ram- 
pant affinities ! In Ex. i. 18, it is said that the Egyptians, " made the 
children of Israel to servs with rigor." This rigor is affirmed of the 
amount of labor extorted and the mode of the exaction. The expres 
sion " serve with rigor," is never applied to the service of servants 
under the Mosaic system. The phrase, "thou shalt not eule over 
him with rigor," does not prohibit unreasonable exactions of laborj 
nor inflictions of cruelty. Such v/sre provided against otherwise. 
But it forbids confoimding the distinctions between a Jew and a 
Stranger, by assigning the former to the aame grade of service, 
for the same term of time, and under the same political disabilities as 
the latter. 

We are now prepared to review at a glance, the condition of the dif- 
ferent classes of servants, with the modifications peculiar to each. 

In the possession of all fundamental rights, all classes of servants 
were on an absolute equality, all were equally protected by law in 
their persons, character, property and social relations; all were 
volun'^ry, all were compensated for their labor, and released from it 
nearly one half of the days in each year; all were furnished with 
stated instruction ; none in either class were in any sense articles of 
property, all were regarded as men, with the rights, interests, hopes 
and destinies of -men. In all these respects, all classes of servants 
among the Israelites, formed but one class. The different classes, 
and the differences in eacft class, were, 1. Hired Servants. This class 
consisted both of Israelites and Strangers. Their employments were 
different. The Israelite was an agricultural servant. The Stranger 
was a domestic and personal servant, and in some instances mechani- 
cal ; both were occasional and temporary. Both lived in their own 
femilies, their wages were moner/, and they were paid when their v/ork 
vsas done. 2. Bought Seroants, (including those " born in the house.") 
TM<5 class also, consisted of Israelites and Strangers, the samo dif- 
ference in their kinds of employment as noticed before. Both were 
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paid in advance,* and neither was temporaiy. The Israelitish servcini, 
with the exception of the freeholder, completed his term in six years. 
The Stranger was a permanent servant, continuing until the jubilee. 
A marked distinction obtained also between difierent classes of Jewish 
bought servants. Ordinarily, they were merged in their master's 
family, and, like his wife and childven, si'bject to his authority \ (and, 
like them, protected by law from its abuse.) But the freeholder was 
an exception ; his family relations and authority remained unaffected, 
nor was he subjected as an inferior to the control of his master, though 
dependent on him for employment. 

It should be kept in mmd, that both classes of servants, the Israelite 
and the Stranger, not only enjoyed equal, natural and religious rights, 
but all ilie civil and political privileges enjoyed by those of their own 
people who were not servants. They also shared in common with 
them the political disabilities which appertained to all Strangers, wheth- 
er servants of Jewish masters, or masters of Jewish servants. Further, 
the disabilities of the servants frr oi the Strangers were exclusively po- 
Utical and national. 1. They, in common with all Strangers, could 
not own the soil. 2. They were ineligible to civil offices. 3. They 
were assigned to employments less honorable than those in which Is- 
raelitish servants engaged ; agriculture being regarded as fundamental 
to the existence of the state, other employments were in less repute, 
and deemed unjewish. 

Finally, the Strangers, whether servants or masters, were all pro- 
tected equally with the descendants of Abraham. In respect to politi- 
cal privileges, their condition was much like that of imnaturalized 
foreigners in the United States ; whatever their wealth or intelligence, 
or moral principle, or love for our institutions, they can neither go to 



* The payment i7i acltwice, doubtless lessened the price of the purchase; the 
servant thus having the use of the money, and the master assuming all the risks 
of life, and health for labor; at the expiration of the six years' contract, the 
master having suffered no loss from the risk incurred at the making of it, was 
obiigcu. by la"^ to release the servant with a liberal gratuity* The reason as- 
signed for this is, " he hath been worth a double hired servant unto thee in 
serving thee six years," as if it had been said, as you have experienced no loss 
from the risks of life, and ability to labor, iucurred in the purchase, and which 
lessened the price, and as, by being your servant for six years, as has i?aved 
you the time and trouble of looking up and hiring laborers oa emergencies, 
therefore, " thou shalt furnish him liberally," &c. 

This gratuity at the cluse of the service shews the pri?iciple of the relation ; 
equivalent for value received. 

12 
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iho ballot-box, noi' own tho soil, nor be eligible to office. Lot a nawvo 
American, ho suddenly bereft of these privileges, and loaded with tho 
distibilitles of an alien, and wha* to tho foreigner would bo a light mat- 
ter, to him, bo the severity of rigor* Tho recent condition of 
the Jews and Catholics in England, ia another illastration. Roths, 
child, tho late banker, tho'-ngh tho richest private citisen in the world- 
and perhaps master of scores of English servants, who s»icd for tho 
smallest crumbs of his thwr, was, as a subject of the government, in- 
ferior to the lowest among them. Suppose an Englishman of the 
Established Cimrch, were by law deprived of power to own tho soil^ 
of eligibility to oflico and of tho electoral franchise, would Englishmen 
think it a misapplication of language, if it were said, tho government 
" rules over him with rigor 1" And yet his person, property, rcput a. 
tion, consciruce, all his social relations, the disposal of his time, tho 
light of locomotion at pleasmie, and of natural liberty in all respects, 
are Just aa much protected by law as the Lord Chancellor's. 

Finally.— As tho Mosaic system woa a great compout^d type, rif'o 
with meaning in doctrine and duty ; tho practical power of the whole, 
depended upon tho exact observance of those distinctions and relations 
which constituted its significancy. Hence, tho care to preserve mvio. 
late tho distinction between a descendant of Abraham and a Stranger, 
even when tho Stranger was a proselyte, had gone through the initla. 
tory ordinances, entered the congregation, and become incorporated 
with tho Israelites by family alliance. Tho regulation laid down in 
Ek. x\i. 2 — 6, is an illustration. In this case, the Israelitish servant, 
whose term expired in six years, married ono of his master's perma- 
ment female domestics ; but her marriage did not release her master 
from hts part Kif the contract for her whole term of service, nor from 
his legal obligation to support and educate her children. Neither did 
it do away that distinction, which marked her national descent by a 
specific grade and term of service, nor impair her obligation to fulfil 
her part of the contract. Her relations as a permanent domestic grew 
out of a distinction guarded with great care throughout the Mosaic sys- 
tem. To render it void, would have been to divide the systenrs against 
iteelf. This Grod would not tolerate. Nor, on the other bond, would 
he permit the master to throw off the responsibility of instructing her 
childrea, nor the care aud expense of their helpless infancy and rear- 
ingv He was bound to support and educate them, and all her children 
born afterwards during her term of service. The whole arrangement 
beautifuiJy illustrates that wise and tender regard for the interests of 
ail the parties conc^med, which arrays the Mosaic system in robes of 
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gict V. and c-auses it to shine as the sun in the kin'^dom of our Father,* 
By th'S IwW, tlie children had secured to them a moLher's tender care. 
If (be husband loved his \\i£o and children, he could compel his master 
to keep hinif whether he had any occasion for his services or not. If 
he did not love them, to be rid of him was a blessing ; and in that case, 
the regulation would prove an act for the relief of an afflicted family. 
It is not by any means to be inferred, that the release of the servant 
iii the seventh year, eitlier absolved him from the obligations of mar- 
riage, or shut him out from the society of his family. He could doubt, 
less procure a service at no great distance from them, and might often 
do it, to get higher wages, or a kind of employment better suited to his 
taste and skill. The great number of days on which the law released 
ser\'ants from regular labor, would enable him to spend much more 
time witli his family, than can be spent by most of the agents of our 
benevolent societies with ihcir families, or by many merchants, editors, 
artists, &c., whose daily business is in New York, wiiiie their families 
reside from ten to one hundred miles in the countiy. 

We conclude this inquiry by touching upon on objection, wliich, 
though not formally stated, has been already set aside by the tenor of 
the foregoin argument. It is tliis, — " The slavery of the Canaatutes 
by the Isracdtes, was appointed by Gt>d as a commutation of the 
punishment of death denounced against them for their sins/'f If the 
absurdity of a sentence consigning persons to death, and at the same 
time to perpetual slavery, did not sufficiently laugh at itself, it would 
be small self-denial, in a case so tempting, to make up the deficiency by 
a general contribution. Only one statute was ever given respecting the 
disposition to be made of tl»e iiihabUAUts of Canaan. If the scutencs 
of death was pronounced against them, and afterwards comnmfed 
when 1 where ? by whom ? and in what ternis was the commutation, 



* Whof-er profoundly studies the Mosaic Institutes ■vri'^h a teachable and 
reverential spirit, will feel the truth and power of that solemn appeal and in- 
terrogatory of God to his people Israel, when he had made an end of setting 
before them all his statutes and ordinances. " What uatJon is there so great, 
that hath statutes and judgments so siuhtjeous as aU this law which I set before 
you this day." Deut. iv. 8. 

t In the prophecy, Gren. ix. 25, the subjeclioa of the Canaaniles as a con- 
quered people rendering tribute lo other nations, is foretold by iaspiration. The 
fulfilment of this prediction, seems to have cotamenced in the subjection of 
the Canaanites to the Israelites as tributaries. If the Israelites had extermi- • 
nated them, as the objector asserts they were commanded to do, the prediction . 
■»«rould have been falsified. * 
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and whcro is it recorded 1 Grant, for argumont'ti eako, that all the 
Caimtxtutes wero aenlGUced (o unconditional extermination ; how can a 
right to enslave tiwm, be drawn from .svich promises ? Tho punisluvtctit 
of death ia one of tho highest recognitiona of man's moral nature pos- 
sible. It proeltvinis him rationulf accountable, guilty, dosurving death 
for having done his utn^ost to choapcu human lifo, when tho proof of 
its priceless worth lived in his own nature. But to make him a slavCf 
cheapens (o nothing wiivcmil human nature, and instead of healing a 
wound, gives a dcath^islab. What ! repair an injury to rational being 
in tho robbery of one of ita righttJ, not only by robbing it of all, bui 
by annihilating their foundation, tho everlasting dictinction between 
persons and things 7 To make a man a chattel, is not tho pmish?m?ii, 
but the annihilation of a human being, and, bo far as it goos, of a.U 
hum;;u beings. This commutation of the punishment of death, into 
perpetual slavery, what a fortunato discovery ! Alaa ! for the honor 
of Deity, if commentators had not manned tho forlorn hope, and by a 
timely movemont rescued tho Divine character, at the very crisis of its 
fate, from tho perilous position in which inspiration had carelessly left 
it ! Here a question arises of sufficient importance for a separate 
dissertation ; but must for the present be disposed of in a few [)ara- 
graphs. Were the Canaanites sentenced by God to individuai, 
AND xjNcoNDiTxoNAi. EXTEKMiNATioN 7 As the limits of this inquiry 
forbid our giving all the grounds of dissent from commonly received 
opinions, the suggestions made, will be thrown out merely as queries, 
rather than laid down as doctrines. The directions as to the disposal 
of tho Canuc-iitcs, arc mainly in tho following passages, Ex. xxiii. 
23-~SS ; xxxiv, 11 ; Dout, vii. IC — 24 ; ix. 3 ; xxxi. 3—5. !n these 
verses, the Israelites arc commanded to " destroy tho Canaanites," to 
" drive out," " consume." " utterly overthrow," " put out," " dispossess 
them," &c. Did these commands enjoin the unconditional and univer- 
sal destructiou of the individuals, or merely of the lodij politic ? The 
word Iidrdni, to destroy, signifies national, as well as individual de- 
siruetion j the destrjction of poliiical existence; equally vfith. personal ; 
of governmental organization, equally witli the lives of the subjects. 
Besides, if we interpret the words destroy, consume, overthrow, &c., 
to raean persoTial destruction, v^hat meaning shall we give to the ex- 
pressions, " drive out before thee," " cast out before thee," " expel," 
" put out," ** dispossess," «Sz;c., which are used in the same and in paral- 
lel passages 1 in addition to those quoted above, see Josh. iii. 10 ; 
xvii. 18 ; sxiii... 5 ; xxiv, 18 ; Judg. i. 20, 29 — 35 ; vi. 9. " I will 
d^stroi/ all the people to whom thou shait come, and I will make all 
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thrno enemies turn their hacks unto ihee." Ex. xsiii. 27. Here " all 
their enemies^* were to ium tlieir hacks, and " all the peopW^ to be " dc- 
siroi/ecV Does this mean tliat God would let all thtiir eiiermes escape, 
but kill their fricnih, or that he v/ould first kill " all the people" and 
THEN make them " turn their backs," an army of runaway corpses ? 
In Josh. xxiv. 8, God says, speaking of the Amorites, " I de^lroifed 
thcrn from before you." in the 18th verse of the same chapter, it is 
said, " The Loi*d drave out from before us all the people, even the 
Amorites which dwelt in the land." In Num. xxxii. 30, we are told 
that the children of Machir the son of Manasseh, went to Gilead, and 
took it, and dispossessed the Amorite which was in it." if these com- 
mands required tl)e destruction of all the individmls, the Mosaic law 
was at wvLT with itself, for directions as to the treatment of native resi- 
dents form a large part of it. See Lev. xix. 34 ; xxv. 85, 3G ; x>dv. 
22. ; Ex. xxiii. 9 ; x di. 21 ; Dcut. i. 16, 17 ; x. 17, 19 ; xxvii. 19. 
Wc find, also, that provision was made for them in the cities of refi^ge. 
Num. xxxv. 15,— -the gleanings of the harvest and vintage were theirs. 
Lev. xix. 9, 10; xxiii. 22;- — the blessings of the Sabbath, Ex. xx. 
10 ;— -the privilege of offering sacrifices secured, Lev. xxii. 18 ; and 
stated religious instruction provided for them. Deut. xxxi. 9, 12. 
Now does this same law require the individual extemihuition of those 
whose lives and interests it thus protects ? These laws were give^ to 
the Israelites, long hefore they entered Canaan ; and they must have in' 
ferred from them, that a multitude of the inhabitants of the land were 
to continue in it, under their government. Again .Toshua was selected 
as the leader of Israel to execute God's threatenings upon Canaan. 
He had no discretionary pov/er. God's commands were his ofBcial 
instructioxis. Going beyond them would have been usurpation ; refus- 
ing to carry them out, rebellion and treason. Saul v/as rejected from 
being king for disobeying God's commands in a single instance. Now if 
God commanded tlie individual destruction of all the Canaanitcs Joshua 
disobeyed him in every iastauce- For at his death, the Israelites still 
" dvielt avwng them," and each nation is mentioned by name, Judg. 
i. 27—36, and yet we are told thai Jo5hi?,a " left nothing undone of all 
that the Lord comujanded Moses and that he " took ail that land.*' 
Josh. xi. 15 — 22. Also, that "there stood mi a man of all their ene- 
inies before them. Jo.?h. 4i. How can this be if the command 
to destroy, destroy utterlj', &c., enjoined individual externnaatiou, and 
the command to drive out, unconditional expulsion from the country, ra- 
ther than their expulsion from the possession or ovmership of it, as the 
lords of the soil ? That the latter is the true sense to be attached to those 
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termg^ wo arguu, Biitlioi* froiu the fact that the came terms arc em- 
ployod by God to describe tho punishment which he would infiict upon 
the IsraeHtes jf thoy served other Gv. "Ye shall ui -Jy perish/' 
"be utterly destroyed," " consumed," &c., are some of them.— See 
Dcut, iv. 20; viii. 10, 20.'^ Josih. xsiii. 13, 18—16; 1. Snm. xii. 
£5. Tho Israelites did serve otiier Gods, and Jehovah did execute 
upon them iiis tiireatenitigs — and thus himself interpreted these threat- 
ningy. Ho subverted their governmeni, dispossessed them of their 
land, diverted them of national power, and made them iribiiiaries, but 
tiid not iixtcrminate them. He " destroyed them utterly" as an inde- 
pendent body politic, but not as individuals." Multitudes of the Ca. 
naanilos were slaii), but not a case can be found in wliich one was 
either killed or expelled who acquiesced in the transfer of the terri- 
tory, and it^ eoveroignty, from the inhabitants of the land to the Israel- 
)tes. Witness the case of Rahab and her kindred, and that of the 
0ibconite8.f Tlic Canatmites knew of the miracles v/rought for the 



'I- TliSse twc Verses are so expL'cit we quote them entire—" And it yhnll be if 
tlioaijoat aJI forget the Lordihy God, and walk after other Gods and serve theni, 
and worship them, I testify agjtitisi you this day that ye shall surely ^^erisA, as 
the notions v/hich tho Lorddfisiroycd before your face, so shall ye perish." The 
folJowJng passages ere, if possiblCj still more explicit—" The Lord shall send 
upon thee cursing, vexation, and rebuke in all that thou settcst thine hand 
unto for to do, until thou be ik$iToytd, and isnlil thou perish quickly." " The 
Lord shall make the pestilence cleave unto thee until behave consumed thee." 
" f hey (the 'Mvoid,' ' blasting/Ac.') shall pursue thee antilthoupmsA." "From 
heaven shall k come down upon thee until thou be destroyed," " All these 
cur.ses shall come upon thee till thou be distroyed." " He shall put a yoke of 
iron upon thy neck until he have destroyed thee." " The Lord shall bring a 
nation against thee, a nation of fierce countenance, which shall not regard 
the person of the old, nor show favor to the young, * * until he have d-catroyed 
th(.'s." A!'! these, wJth other similar !hreatening,s oi destruction^ are contained 
in the tv.'cnty-eighth chapter of Beat. See verses 20— -25, 45, 48, 51. In the 
same chapter Qod declares that as a punishment for the same trangressions, 
tlie Israeiites shall " be removed into aU the kingdoms of the earth," thus show- 
ingtliatthe tcniis employed in the other verses, " destroy," " perish," " perish 
quickly," " consnme,'' &c,, instead of signifying utter, personal destruction, 
doubtless meant their destruction as an independent nation. In Josh, xxiv, 8, 
iS, "destroyed" and '"' drrsvc Out," are used syTionyuiously, 

i Perhaps it will be objected, that the pri Tvation of the Gibeonites, and of 
Rahab and her kindred, was a violation of the command of God. "We ansv/er, 
if it had been, we might expect some such intisaation. If God had straitl}'- com- 
manded them to exterminate all tm Cmiaanitcs, th( ' :l9,e to save them alive, 
was neither a repeal of the statute, nor absolution i'o- ',ch of it. W 'uncon- 

ditional desimdion was the import of the command, v. uaiu God have permitted 
such an act to pas,5 without rebuke 1 Would he have established such a prece- 
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Israelites ; and that their land had been transferred to them as a. 
judgment for their eius. Josh. ii. 9--11 5 ix. 9, 10, 24. Many of 
them were awed by these wonders, and made no resistance. Others 
defied God and came out to battle. These last occupied the ibrtified 
cities, were the most inveterate heathan— the aristocracy of idolatry, 
the kings, the nobility and gentry, the priests, with their crowds of 
satellites, and retainers that aided iii idolatrous rites, and the military 
forces, with the chief profligates of both sexes. Many facts corrobo- 
rate the general position. Witnsss that command (Deut. xxiii. 15, 16,) 
which, not only prohibited tho surrender of the fugitive ser\'ant to his 
master, but required the laraelitea to receive him with kindness, per- 
mit him to dwell where he pleased, and to protect and cherish him. 
Whenever any servant, even a Canaanite, fled from his raastsr to the 
Israelites, Jehovah, so far from commanding tltom to kill i-'.i, straitly 
charged them, " He shall dwell with thee, even among you, in that 
{)lace which he shall choose— in one of thy gates wheve it liketh Mm 
best — thou shttlt not oppress him." Deut. xxiii. 16, The Capaan- 
itish servant by thus fleeing to the laraelHes, submitted himself as a du- 
tiful subject to their national government, and pledged his allegiance. 
Suppose all the Canaanites had thus submitted themselves to tlie Jewisli - 
theocracy, and conformed to the requirements of tho Mosaic institutes^ ^ ^ ' 
would not all have been spared upon the same principle that OTie wasrt 
Again, look at the multitude of iribtUaries in the midst of Israel, and 
that too, after they had " waxed strong," and the uttermost nations 
quaked at the terror of their name — the Canaanites, Philistines and 
others, who became proselytes^ — as the Nethcnims, Uriah the Hittite— 
Rahab, who married one of the princes of Judah— Jether, an Ishma- 
elite, who married Abigail the sister of David and was the father of 
Ama.'ja, the captain of the host of Israel. Comp. 1 Chron. ii. 17, with 
2 Sam. xvii. 25. — Ittai— the six hundred Gittites, David'.s body guard. 
2. Sam. XV. 18, 21. Obededora the Gittite, adopted into the tribe of 
Levi. Comp, 2 Sam. vi. If) li, with 1 Chron. xv. 18, and sxvi. 4, 5 

dent v/hen Israel had hardly passed the threshold of Cauaau, and was then strik- 
ing the first blow of a half century war 1 What if they had passed their word 
to Rahab and the Gibeonites 1 W.^s that mors binding than God-s command 1 
So Saul seems to have passed his word to Agag -, yet Samuel hewed him in 
pieces, because in saving his life, Saul had violated God's command. When 
Saul sought to slay the Gibeonites in " his zeal for the childreii of Israel and 
Judah," God sent upon Israel a three years' famine for it. V/heu David inquir- 
ed of them v/hat atonement he should make, they sa}', " The man that devised 
against tts, that we should be destroyed from remahdng in any of the coast of 
Israel, let seven of his sons be deliveredj" &c. 2 Sam. xxt. l—Q. 



' — ^Jarir... and Obil. 1 Chron. xsxiu 30, 31. Jcphmmch the Esne^-itCr 
Smh. xiv. 6, aiid father cf Caleb a ruler of the tribe of Juc'ah. Numb. 
xiVu 2, 6 — the Kcnitea registered in the genealogies of the tribe of 
Judah, Judg. i. 16 ; i Chron. ii. 55, and tlie one hundred and fifty 
thousand Caananites, employed by Solomon in the building of the 
Tcinple/* Besides, the greatest miracle on record, Tras wrought to 
"^..ive a portion of those very Canaanites. and for the destnjction cf those 
■ivho would cxiermlnate them. Josh. a. 12 — 14. Further—the terms 
employed in the directions regulating the disposal of the Cantianites, such 
as " drive out," " put out," "cAst out,'* "expel,'" ''dispossess," &;c., seem 
used interchangeably with "consume," " destroj'," ovethrow," &c,and 
tluiR indicntc tlio sense in v.-h;ch the latter Trords arc used. As an il- 
lusU's.tion of the meaning s-cnerailv attached to these and similar 
terms, we rcter to the history of the Amalekites. " I will utterly put 
out the remembrance of Amalek from under heaven, Ex. .xvii. 14, 
Thou .«:hait bbt out the remembrance of Amalek from under hea- 
ven ; thou sbalt not forget it.'' Deut. xxv. 19. " Smile Amalek and 
'^.literij/ dssfroj/ all that they have, and spare them not, but slay both 
wau and woman, infant and suckling, ox and sheep," I Sam. xv. 2, 
S. i'^^jSaul smote the Amalekites, and he look Agog the king of the 
Amalekites, alive and trrrERLY destrotrd all the teofle with 
ihc wige of the sword." Verses 7, 8. In verse 20, Saul says, " I 
have brought Agag, the king of Amalek, and have vUerl]/ destroyed the 
Amalekites." In 1 Sam. xxx. I, 2, we find the Amalekites marching 
an anny into Israel, and sweeping everything before them — and this 
in about eighteen years after they had a/J been "utterly oEsTRor- 
TP !'• In \ TCin.o--^ ii. tn — 1 7, i? nnothor iUus'Tation, We arc informed 
that Joab remained in Edom six months w'ith all Israel, "until he had 
cu' off cvcrj muUP in Edom. In the next verse we learn that Hadad 
and certain Edomites" were not slain. Deut. xx. 16, 17, will proba- 
biy be quoted against the preceding view. Wc argue that the com- 
mand in these verses, did not include all the individuals • of the Canaan- 
itish nations, but only the inhabitants of the cities, (and even those condi- 
tionaliy.) because, only the inhabitants of cilies are sp-^cified — "of the ci- 
iks of these people thou shalt save alive nothing that brcaiheth." Cities 
then, as now, were pest-houses of vice, they reeked Vi'ith abo mina- 
tions little practised in the country. On this account, their influence 

* If the Canasm'tes were devoleJ by God to uiicoriditioual fcxtenn-jnsticij, to 
have employed ibem in the erection of";he temple,— wbil was it but Ih* ciimax 
cf impietj'l As irell might they pollute it's altars wiUi swine's tlesh or make 
their sons pass through the fire to Molocli, 
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Tfould l(Q^ p^v more perilous to the rgrselifies ihau t])3t of the coi$.t)l7>'. 
Beside,"?, iho.j rrerc the centres of idolatrr-r-tiieTie were the teraplcs 
aud R.l(a.;?, and idok, and priests, vritbout numbev. Even il^olr build- 
ings, f treets. and pubHc ^alks ^ere so many -iisfbilities of ido!a.try. 
The r<-asoa assigned in the l&ih yerse for exteraiijatir^g them, 
streugtb.eDS the idea—" thqt they fcpacl^ pju not to do ailer all ifte 
abomiuations which they have done unsot- tlleir gods." Tim ^uld 
bo a reosoa for extorminaiinff oil the naUon9 a.«d individuals annsff^ 
then?, all y^qxq idolaters ; but G-od coniTianded them, in certain 
cases, to rparo the inbabitapt?. Con'act with of thera vrould he 
perilous — trith the inhabitants the ditcs^ pocultarlyT aiii of the Ca- 
Tk^ani-tish cities pre-emi^ealiy so, T|.g lOtli imd llth rers^'s con.^ 
laia the general rale* presc.ribiag the method in which ci{i6s w^re' to 
be summoned to siiyrei^der. Th(# were jrst to receiv-Q the oSsr of 
peace—if it ^vas accepted^ the inhabitxmts became trihviarie^-r''^% it 
they came out against Israel in battle, the men were t'? be killedli aad 
the >roraan. and little ones saved alire, The l&th versa restricli: ihU- 
lenient treatment to the inhabitants of the cities f /m* off. The 
directs as to (he disposal of the inhabitants of the Cjtnaaaitisli. cl^'?s > 
They Tvere to save alive " nothing that breatJjeS." The^;%mriJoa 
mistake ha? been, in supposing that the cpraraao,d in the I5sh vem 
refers to the whole sysk-tn of directims preccdmg, comittessoiag witJi, 
the lOth, whereas it manifestly refers only to the inpcUxttm specified iu 
the 12th, I3lh, and, 14^lh, making a distinction betw;«en thaW Cmam^ 
itzsh cities iX\d,\ fougU, and the cities afar q^that^%ht — ^in one case: 
destroying the raalcs and ff^malp?, and in the ether,- the ma-U^ii only. 
Tlic offer of peace, and the mnditiomd p^lscTPationf wcte as really 
guarantied to Cartitamtish citiei? as^to others. Their inhabitants wsn? 
not to be exterminated unless they came o!it agsinst Israel ia battle. 
Whatever be the ^ipport of the comaiands respecting the disposition to 
bo mad^4 ,.9^ . ^^-^ ^anassites, all adniit the fact that the Israelites did 
not mtfe'fif^^rn-mkte, them. , Ko-r',. I'f eulirc and unconditional exter- 
mination was'thc comroajsd of God^'it was f?^yc?r obcj-ed by the Israel- 
ite?, consequtiiily the truth «>f God stood pledged to consign ihemtfiihe- 
same doom which he had pronounced upon the Canaanitcs, but which 
they had refused to r>>it vtpon them, Ify e mil not drive out all the in- 
habllants of the land from before yott, then it shall come to pass that 
* * I shall do urdoyoua^ liho'dgM 0 dftmioihrnJ' Num. xxxiu. 55, 
56. As the Israelit/^s Vr'ere not exterminated, tro infer that God did 
not pronounce iJtai doom upon them ; and as he did pronounce upon 
them the sarrie doom, whatever it was, which they should r6/?/sg to 
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vmi ,a|)p« tho .C-vwaaBites, it fbliowe thM ths'dwm of uiocw atitifEat-:^ 
isfc«^Jic?i" Vim W pnsnounced agsiast ibo (^awoatfe,/. But let 
us"''«e|#&'' this.'v^^^ by ihc "law asd.' the testiraony.-^' "I^ere' 

Ws*V'l|5f^.^^'t^■65^^f ' mado pi3ace vfitb the dE«Kire.n of Is,r»elsan5 iJxe 
Hjv^^'''it^'?|&^bitaiits of C^ibeon ; all others they took, :a 'bdt^^** -, 
^ii^^M&^flhe tiori ia%m4^ thcifj#i.rls, tbaftijov should ^MiBr 
.Sv^f^^A^Kjp- IsRASt i.?f HA*m.»f tJ»5f<i «»0;''ta%ht^d0fftwy fem utterly, 
"aatf ''&al thffljy s,aigbt have ^tp fovor, but {hat he might des^v Jj)^i, ' 
RS ' til© 'X<ord ,.f^^(mroaJ^d# , M<*se»." .'^osh,, xi. 59, SO. Tl^w. if 
^t^isjr ^yiri ||0i colp o^il Israel ^ 'baUfP, ihsywo-Tild bave :hiui 

Km gire^Lf; 'WS^' W&b to <?»3j|gi%r ii^fl fiarwy of tbe Canaanitesi to 
tJfe' ■ Israeli^ aad/"feiOKg^. i*ith c^ltite-'s^^w^fy in . / re- 
•«pM«j to'fiamhHalei Qieir' ■poUti'--." ^nj^gjataxsaiionJi^vil polity, auslju- 
j^s^y e!Bo<3, ' te^^^^ systcnt rc'igfoa, with a!!^it4j rights and ap- 
^^..jriBiad fefs^Witt'te ihorefor, ft p«re theocmcy, administered by 
i^lfev%5 IsraoliK.^ -is His reprc^-enlAtives and agents. In a 
M^:^ ho ^judionaiked, their poIiticaJ exiptencr an- 
i<Ji^"'^|e^e^'.-ftltars, groves, im?.gcSf jjipttsrc?, atid i>ca. 
i;' aad lljemselres put under tribntr. Tkjge who 
'i'^x^siMm of Jehorah's purpose Trerc to bo killed. Trhile 
^'^metly sulnftitted to it wore to ]ye spared. All had tho 
dioioe c^iJ^ese alterfiatlTes, either free egresjs out of tho land;* or 
acq«iesca?ace in 'H^^decreo. wth Kfc ftnd rcsidec^e tribTifaries. 
'Sifdef the praii^Mm^^ the govcmmant; or rosisfanco to the r-xecn^ 
:l\r: i/'fli.-- <?A.^?»V; death. An-i U MfM* i uJM. to pasf. if thflij 



TKST S« TKB HIOST OP, PEOFLE." ' ' ' 

[The original des.ign of the pi%<S6ding Inquiry eml^feed ftia^h Trid^r 

wonid hy. to m^a a Tolukno. -''^V^teof-tiie ^^.^>ia|r hafjfercforb bc-c-n 
thro"vu 'ito a mere psries of indicu, to tra^ of thought snd cisAges of 
proof, ^*hitrr», howprcr liTOte-d m ixfrpede^ may pcrhsps. auord same 
fnciiitic^ 10 tho?;n who Iiare litCa ieLsure for protrsf'tfid mv-i^tigEt'or..] 




" gappoof flU fhf> CanaanRfiSh B^tioas fesd jibaadonpf! their territorr at the 

r-Ksc^' Jhcralo t^naycffl.bc e3rtli,ssd hujif them C'Tit, cstil ererf Can^anife ^Fas 
(Jf.s! ror.?d ? 1; is fc-o prepost«ron? for belief, acd Jti it fcno^rr. 2pgittrt)at?sy from 
!hs.t r-nnffnirtirsT!, TrhiVh iBtf.rprf't,^ the tPi'iVjS coasuni?,'" destrny,'-' destroy 



